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Beet war farce 

Britain’s beef war against the Frenca, 
energetically hyped up by certain news- 
papers, has recently attained something of 
the flavour of childishness, with some 
commentators engaging in the kind of 
language reminiscent of that used against 
the Germans in World War II. Put simply, 
the issue is that the French Government (at 
least up to the time of our going to press) 
has been determined to maintain a ban 
against imports of British beef on the 
grounds that it may be BSE-contaminated, 
while our own Government refuses to apply 
a reciprocal ban against French beef 
products, despite evidence of some French 
cattle being fed on sewage. 

This has led to campaigns in the press in 
support of a trade boycott not only against 
French beef but against other imports from 
our neighbours. In addition, numerous 
groups of people around the country, partic- 
ularly in farming areas, have been taking 
their own measures to organise boycotts. 


INACTIVE FRENCH POLICE: WHY THE OUTRAGE? 


Here the Gendarmerie at Calais are taking it easy while French farmers block entry of 
British beef lorries. All the gendarmes are doing, in fact, is showing solidarity with their 
own compatriots. We should not blame them. 


to jump and boost circulation figures, some 
papers have even spoken of the French in 
terms which, had the same words been used 
to describe ethnic minorities in Britain, 
might well have brought the race relations 
police down on their necks. 

So what is it that our presshounds and 
politicians have against the French? What 
they are saying is that the ban on British 
beef violates European Union rulings on the 
matter, and that behind the attempts of the 


French to justify this ban on grounds of 


— 
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safety lies simply a policy of giving prefer- 
ence to their own farmers. ‘‘The worst kind 
of protectionism’’ was one phrase used by 
a Tory MP to describe this policy. 

But if the French attempt to keep out 
British beef does amount to protectionism, 
so what? That such a term has become one 
of abuse these days is only an indication of 
how muddled our thinking is on such 
matters. There is nothing whatever wrong 
with a country seeking to protect its own 
industries; what the French are doing in the: 
case of their own farming industry is 
exactly what we British should be doing in 
the case of ours. We might say to those 
who express pained outrage at these French 
practices: ‘‘Welcome to the real world!”’ 

Towards the end of last month, the war 
started to take quite a nasty turn, with 
French farmers putting up blockades of 
burning tyres to stop British beef lorries as 
they tried to enter French ports. One 
quaintly absurd shot on a TV news bulletin 
showed a British reporter on the scene at 
Calais shouting to a policeman that this 
practice was ‘illegal’ and asking him what 
he, as a policemen, was going to do about 
it. The .gendarme’s response was just a 
faintly contemptuous smile. ‘‘Zeese stupid 
Eengleesh,’’ one could just hear him saying 
to himself. ‘“What do zay expect?’’ We can 
see his point. 

So what should Britain’s reaction be to all 
this? Very simple. We should take the 
behaviour of the French over the beef issue 
as a lesson to us in the international facts of 
life — facts which France always seems to 
have been better able to grasp than we 
have. Nations — at least those which have 
not.taken leave of their senses — put their 
own interests first. They protect their own 


economies and safeguard the livelihoods of 
their own people. Their ways of thinking 
and acting are, quite basically, nationalist. 
When they enter into international agree- 
ments, it is not in pursuit of some airy-fairy 
‘One World’ fantasy but in order to extract 
the very maximum benefit for themselves. 
So it has always been with the French in 
Europe. We British, by contrast, have 
always been the poor saps who have 
believed that other nations are in the EU to 
do us favours. 

The only sensible way out of crises like 
that presently surrounding beef — though a 
way no British Government in the foresee- 
able future will be adopting — is to quit the 
European Union altogether and free our- 
selves from every attendant rule and regul- 
ation that prevents us (even it does not 
prevent the French) from taking whatever 
measures are required to protect our own 
economic interests. We should then carry 
out a policy of ‘Buy British’ in respect of 
all farm products, and indeed all products of 
any kind, including manufacturing, which 
we have the resources to supply ourselves. 
Then there will be no need for our farmers 
to sell their yields to the French, for they 
will have ample enough market in Britain 
itself. When we reach this happy state of 
affairs, there will be no corresponding need 
for rows with the French of the kind now 
raging. We can then be good neighbours 
with them in a way no internationalist seems 
able to appreciate — by a mutual agreement 
between us that we each put our own nation 
first and desist from squealing when the 
other does likewise. 


‘Racist’ or not? 


Woe of woes! Waheed Alli, ‘gay’ mill- 
ionaire media tycoon and pal of Tony Blair, 
elevated to the Lords last year, appears to 
be finding life there none too congenial. 
According to a report in The Independent on 


Sunday (October 24th), the good Lord Alli — 


(don’t forget the second ‘1’!) has accused his 
fellow peers of ‘‘deep-seated racism and 
homophobia. ’’ 

Said the JoS report:- 


“Senior government sources last night 
said they had little doubt that the claims of . 
Lord Alli were well founded. Other peers 
backed his allegations. Planet 24 boss 
Lord Alli, 34, was one of the young 
entrepreneurs appointed to a life peerage 
by Tony Blair but soon became appalled at 
the way he was treated. 

‘*Broadcaster Melvyn Bragg, who was one 
of the first peers created by the Prime 
Minister. said: ‘Waheed is a very honest 
man and he wouldn’t say anything like 
this lightly. I really am sad people feel 
like that.’ 

‘Lord Alli, who is openly gay, has told 
colleagues he feels that other peers believe 
he doesn’t belong and that, although they 
wouldn’t say so to his face, are asking: 
“What are you doing here? You don’t 
belong.’ ”’ 


On Lire 


But perhaps Mr. (sorry, Lord!) Alli has 
not got it quite right. Perhaps it is not 
‘racism’ or ‘homophobia’ that are the causes 
of his rather less than warm reception in the 
Lords. It just could be that some of the 
occupants of that institution realise that he is 
there precisely because is a member of both 
a racial and sexual minority, ‘rather than 
because he has made any particularly distin- 
guished contribution to the nation’s life. 
When Alli thinks that his fellow peers are 
asking: ‘‘What are you doing here?’’ it just 
might be that that is the reason. 

There could perhaps be other reasons too. 
By all accounts, Waheed Alli is something 
of a pushy, bumptious individual. He has 
been reprimanded for making an unnec- 


_ essary noise when talking in the peers’ 


lobby with a fellow ‘ethnic’. He also 
appears to have made something of a fuss 
when, at the time of his being sworn in, 
there was not a copy of the Koran available 
for the purpose. 

But of course, whenever a member of a 
minority, let alone two minorities, feels 
peeved about the way he has been treated, 
‘racism’ and/or ‘homophobia’ always 
provide convenient accusations to level at 
people. It is all so much easier than ack- 
nowledging that perhaps the individual in 
question has some unattractive personality 
traits that get others’ backs up. 


Meanwhile, down at Fords... 


From the Upper House of parliament to 
the factory shop floor, ‘racism’ seems to be 
rampant — thus providing yet more business 
for the operatives of the race industry. Now 
we are at the Ford plant at Dagenham, 
where relations between white and ‘ethnic’ 
workers are reputed to be getting so bad 
that a riot recently broke out there and a 
trouble-shooter from the firm’s headquarters 
in the United States has made a special trip 
over here to sort things out. 

So what has gone wrong at Fords, where 
40 per cent of the 9,000-strong workforce 
are black or Asian? It all apparently boils 
down to this: Some coloured workers com- 
plain that they regularly are subject to 
‘racist’ taunts by their white colleagues, 
while there has also been: disconent at the 
fact that only very rarely are they con- 
sidered for promotion to supervisor level. 
Apparently, the word ‘Paki’ is in frequent 
use among white staff when addressing 
Asian colleagues, and this causes offence. 
Of course, Scots no doubt get called ‘Jock’ 
and Welshmen ‘Taffy’ but they usually 
accept it in the friendly spirit in which it is 
usually intended. One of the white workers 
in trouble for alleged ‘racism’ at Ford’s was 
Michael Lambert, who is on the tall side 
and gets called ‘Lofty’, but that’s alright. It 
is when you are a member of an ethnic 
minority that these special rules governing 
how people may speak to you come into 
force. Lambert, incidentally, claims not to 


month ’s 


news 


be a ‘racist’ but, on the conttfary, to have 
coloured friends; but that hasn’t saved him 
from the sack. 

Fords, of course, like every big multi- 
national company, are horrified at the idea 
of getting a reputation for ‘racism’. At 
Dagenham the company has set up a 
telephone hot line for ethnic minority 
workers to ring if they felt they were 
getting intimidated or abused. But, said a 
report in The Mail on Sunday (October 
24th), ‘‘it backfired when the company 
failed to provide staff who speak Asian 
languages so they can understand the 
callers.’’ 

The report went on to say:- 


‘‘The danger for Ford is that it could face 
a mass of tribunal cases from employees 
leading to millions of pounds in compen- 
sation. In America, the company has just 
set up a £5 million fund to compensate 
victims of racism among its Chicago 
workforce.”’ 


Ah, compensation! Now perhaps we’re 
getting a little nearer to the root of the 
problems. The particular Asian worker who 
thought he had been subjected to ‘racism’ 
by Lambert, one Sukhjit Parmar, took Fords 
to a tribunal claiming racial harassment and 
won his case, getting his alleged tormentor 
fired. Now, said the MoS report, ‘‘the 
floodgates holding back countless similar 
claims are on the verge of bursting open.”’ 
The mind boggles at the likely bill when all 
these claims are settled to the complainants’ 
satisfaction. 

And how are these cases adjudicated 
upon? Said Lambert to the paper: ‘*What 
Ford has done is allow -every ethnic 
minority to make a complaint, and all they 
need is one witness. I had dozens of 
witnesses to say I had not done what Mr. 
Parmar claimed but they took his word.’’ 

It rather looks as if, when a dispute 
concerning ‘racial harassment’ arises, wit- 
nesses divide up largely on racial lines. The 
non-Whites take the side of the alleged 
victim while the Whites support the 
accused. As to who is speaking the truth, 
this will probably rarely, if ever, be known. 
But what is clear is that the non-white 
complainant stands to win a goodly payout 
if he can convince the tribunal that it would 
not be in the company’s interest to be seen 
failing to uphold a charge of ‘racism’ 
brought by one of the ethnic minorities. 
Fords are obviously hyper-sensitive to the 
media image they need to sustain as an 
‘equal opportunities’ employer — even if by. 
“equal opportunities’ is meant that they must 
invariably take the side of the non-White in 
such an enquiry! 

Of course, motor manufacturers in such 
countries as Japan and Korea just do not 
have these problems; their workforces are 
ethnically homogeneous. This not only 
means more harmony but no such compen- 
sation bills. No wonder their cars are selling 
so well! 
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Political correctness and 
the degrading of women 


‘FAITHFUL to the canons of polit- 
ical correctness and to the great 
delight of the Blairs of this world, 
Britain is becoming a feminised 
society — feminised at least in 
respect of those spheres of life 
which have traditionally been 
seen as the domain of men. One 
symptom of this tendency has 
been the downgrading of mascu- 
line qualities and the proliferation 
of so-called ‘males’ in which 
these qualities are manifestly 
lacking. Another — equally 
repulsive — has been the attempt 
to induce women to play 
masculine roles — to become, as 
it were, ersatz and second-rate 
males instead of first-rate 
representatives of their own sex. 

Nowhere has this latter 
tendency been pursued to the 
point of insanity more than in 
Britain’s armed forces — up till 
recently admired throughout the 
world for their toughness, discip- 
line and professionalism, but now 
increasingly becoming just 
another experimental ground for 
social engineering, including the 
nutty theories of human equality 
— both racial and sexual. 

The lady in the picture is Penny 
Rushton (24), from Cannock, 
Staffs. She has served in the 
Royal Artillery but is now trying 
to get into the Royal Marine 
Commandos, one of the toughest 
military units in the world. 


HARD TESTS 


To win the Commandos’ famed 
Green Beret she must complete a 
ten-mile endurance course in 72 
minutes in full kit. She must also 
do a nine-mile speed march and a 
30-mile solo mission on Dartmoor 
in eight hours. Even half of the 
male trainees fail to make it in 
these tests, but Penny (5ft 2in 
and 8% stone) is determined to 
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Is this our new ideal of womanhood? 
Penny Rushton in ‘macho’ pose. 


succeed. 

An army spokesman talking to 
the press has said: ‘‘A few years 
ago having a woman join the 
Commandos would have been 
unthinkable. This shows how far 
women have come in the forces. 
Penny is there on merit. She gets 
no special treatment.’ 

Well, if this is true and Penny 
Rushton does make it into the 
Commandos it can only mean 
one thing. 

She will have gone a long way 
towards sacrificing those unique 
feminine qualities that make 
women special — and which in 
fact make the world go round. 

Which no doubt would delight 
Tony and his ‘New Labour’ 
Government. This crew seem 
bent on turning women into half- 
men just as they want to turn 
men into half-women (some 
would say setting an excellent 
example themselves!). 


TOP BRASS GO P.C. 


Of course, we expect this kind 
of tomfoolery from politicians. 
But aren’t we entitled to hope 
that the chiefs of our armed 
services would know better? 


Just who was the nitwit who, 
with apparent enthusiasm, told 
the newspapers that Penny gets 
‘‘no special treatment’? 

Women should indeed get 
special treatment — because 
women are not the same. Our 
ancestors knew it. Our nation 
was built upon it. In fact, every 
nation that has made any worth- 
while mark on history has recog- 
nised it as an eternal truth. 

And an esential part of this 
difference is that women should 
not be called upon to perform 
combat roles in the armed 
services. This is not because 
women have any the less 
courage than men, but only 
because their courage is of a 
different kind, also because the 
physical and psychological 
hardships of life in the front line 
in wartime are hardships best 
suited to the male species — just 
as women, and women alone, 
are equipped to cope with the 
unique: hardships of childbirth. 


AN INSULT 


What the feminists (male and 
female) of New Labour seem 
incapable of understanding is that 
this kind of nonsense, far from 
raising the status of women and 
‘liberating’ them, simply degrades 
and insults them by casting them 
into an environment in which 
they cannot possibly compete on 
fair terms with their menfolk. 
This is the same as degrading 
and insulting men by casting 
them into those areas of life that 
are the natural domain of women 
and where women perform best. 

Britain will not get back on 
proper course until we rid 
ourselves of this madness and 
revert to a society in which men 
and women are va/ued equally 
but acknowledged as different! 


Political abuse is a grand old British 
tradition. But today’s well-paid hacks are 
not modern reincarnations of Wilkes and 
Cobbett, endangering their liberty by con- 
fronting ‘old corruption’. They — we — are 
striking attitudes and using abuse too 
casually, to secure our meal-tickets in a 
difficult market. This may seem a harsh 
judgement. But it is infinitely less so than 
the alternative explanation — that some of 
my colleagues actually believe the hot and 
acrid gush they dispose of daily against the 
porcelain of the public prints. 

ANDREW MARR 
The Observer (24.10.99) 


The International Monetary Fund (IMF), 
designed at Bretton Woods in 1944 to help 
maintain fixed exchange rates, has evolved 
into an agency for funnelling western capital 
to failing régimes — to maintain interdep- 
endency and prevent a return to economic 
nationalism. The World Bank and its sister 
banks have become welfare windows for the 
Third World, where loans are made that 
everyone knows will never be paid back. As 
with the IMF, the purpose is a steady 
siphoning off of America’s wealth to the 
client states of these institutions. 

All this is being done in the name of 
altruism, interdependence and global demo- 
cracy, but it is really about power; it is 
really about who shall rule us. In every 
nation there is a struggle under way 
between those who put the country first and 
those who believe the age of nations must 
come to an end, that only world governance 
can lead to world peace. This is the world 
struggle that has succeeded the Cold War, 
that will decide the destiny of mankind. In 
that war our antgonists are the globalists, 


and our allies are the patriots of every 


country. 
PAT BUCHANAN 
US Presidential candidate 
The Spectator (2.10.99) 


Without a shadow of doubt, the most 
sinister reason for the muddle that passes 
for our current political debate is the mind- 
twisting misrepresentation of what it is to be 
liberal. Liberals claim a monopoly of moral 
virtue because they are associated with 
freedom and tolerance. 

Liberals also promote progress, so 
anyone opposed to change becomes the 
object of their contempt and ridicule. They 
attack traditional values, therefore, as not 
only hostile to progress but to virtue itself. 
Anyone who resists change is a moral blight 
and their opinions must be suppressed. 

Suppression of a point of view, however, 
is hardly a liberal characteristic — and this 
is the point. For many ‘liberals’ are not 


liberal at all. They have hi-jacked the term 
to conceal the moral free-for-all that has 
become the orthodoxy among our élites. 
For them, freedom has become an un- 
challengeable end in itself. They believe 
nobody has the authority to tell anyone el&e 
how to behave. The result is a combination 
of turning a blind eye to harm while supp- 
ressing the freedom to protest. This is not 
liberalism but anarcho-illiberalism. 
MELANIE PHILLIPS 
The Sunday Times (17.10.99) 


If Israeli leaders want a permanent peace 
with their neighbours, they have the urgent 
task of re-educating their citizens. Pales- 
tinian leaders too must launch a campaign to 
inform and explain to Israelis why Pales- 
tinians are entitled, legally and morally, to 
establish their state on land occupied by 
Israel in 1967 with East Jerusalem as its 
capital; why it is vandalism to build settle- 
ments on land Israel occupies but does not 
own; why Palestinian refugees have as 


In every nation there is a 
struggle under way between 
those who put the country first 
and those believe the age of 
nations must come to an end, 
that only world governance can 
lead to world peace. 


My 


PAT BUCHANAN 


SOME EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


‘much right , if not more, to return to their 

eventual state as world Jews who have the 

unconditional right to settle in Israel, 
regardless of their citizenship. 

S.A. SHERIF 

Letter, Independent on Sunday 

(24.10.99) . 


Maybe it should have a longer life than 
the five years for which it has planning 
permission and stay where it is as the best 
symbol for modern London until the day if 
and when Britain becomes a serious country 
again. 

GAVIN STAMP 
Article on the Millennium Wheel 
Daily Mail (19.10.99) 


Sport in schools has been in decline 
because of a demonic mixture of political 
idiocies heavily seasoned with the culture of 
wimpishness. Left-wing ideologies said that 
sport, especially team sport, was anti- 
equality, and must be suppressed in favour 
of communal yoghust-making, or what- 
ever. 

Don’t go near the water unless you can 
swim: the moral for the sporting life of the 
new millennium. Don’t take a risk. As if 
there were a single one of the good things 
in life that did not involve risk — starting 
with marriage and the raising of children. 

The culture of risk-is-bad and its com- 
panion, there-is-always-someone-to-blame, 


is life-denying. In the culture of wimp- 


ishness, the nearest a child is allowed to get 
to life on the edge is deciding not to back 
up a file on the computer. The natural 
human taste for risk will out, however, and 
it tends to come in youth’s traditional exper- 
imental culture of drink and drugs. 
SIMON BARNES 
The Spectator (9.10.99) 


Scotland Yard pays convicted murderer 
Winston Silcott £50,000 rather than defend 
itself against his claim that he was wrongly 
prosecuted for the hacking to death of PC 
Keith Blakelock 14 years ago. He remains 
in prison for a murder committed prior to 
the Broadwater Farm riot... 

Was the Yard’s decision to settle in part 
dictated by Silcott’s colour? Fighting a 
month-long High Court case, in which they 
would have been accused of racism, could 
not have appealed to a body which has been 
asked by the Home Secretary to rid itself of 
‘institutional racism’. 

Scotland Yard gives the appearance of an 
institution paralysed by fear about race. 

PETER McKAY 
Daily Mail (18.10.99) 
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MEMORIES AND MYTHS 


JOHN TYNDALL reviews a political autobiograpy 


which revives some ancient controversies 


Many Shades of Black (by John Bean). 
Available from PO Box 97, Newmarket, 
Suffolk CB8 8WT. £8.95 (inc. p&p). 


IT IS often said to be the custom of retired 
war generals to write their memoirs, just- 
ifying their decisions and answering their 
critics. This is fair enough; we are all 
human, and we all have a disposition to do 
‘it — whether or not the chronicle of events 
in which we have been involved ever 
actually gets into print. 

One such chronicle which has got into print 
has recently been produced by John Bean, a 
veteran nationalist. In the case of the writer, 
the war has been a political one — to be 
precise, the same war as that in which I myself 
have been engaged over a largely overlapping 
period: the struggle of national and patriotic 
forces in Britain against those of liberalism, 


globalism and multi-racialism. John Bean and ~ 


I have at various times been allies and 

antagonists in that struggle, mostly the former. 

Needless to say, the antagonisms have been 

the consequence of tactical differences rather 
. than ones of principle. 

Many Shades of Black is easy to read, quite 
fascinating to the connoisseur of the history of 
the British nationalist movement and seldom 
proceeding far without glimpses of the rich 
sense of humour that is one of my abiding 
memories of JB. By far the best in my opinion 

‘(although it may offend some) occurs very 
early in the book: when the writer speaks, 
tongue in cheek, of his part in winning World 
War II. Alluding to Germany’s fiihrer, he 
says:- 
“‘Sheltering in his Berlin bunker, he was told 
that the British and American armies were 
pouring over the Rhine and the Russians | 
were hammering on the gates of Berlin. 

Then came the telegram (a month late) that 

John Bean had joined the RAF. Hitler shot 

himself.”’ 

Just too late to see any action in the war, 
John Bean subsequently did his national 
service in the Royal Navy. But we are running 
ahead of ourselves. The first chapter covers 
the author’s childhood and adolescence, spent 
mainly in the South London suburbs, his 

experience of the wartime Blitz and his 

consequent evacuation, first to Devon and later 
to the Lake District; his rather scampish 
propensity as a young boy to land himself in 
_trouble; .and an early political flirtation with 
communism, which he soon grew out of. 

There then follows an account, with some 

‘ amusing anecdotes, of the author’s service life, 
including a visit to Trinidad. This was John 
Bean’s first acquaintance with the non-white 
races, and it was instructive. Of it, he says:- 


““More than one third of the Trinidadian 
population at that time were descendants of 
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intentured labourers from India. The 
remainder were mainly descendants of 
African slaves, with a fair proportion of 
French Creoles, British and Spanish 
colonists, and quite a few who are a com- 
bination of the lot. But it was always the 
African descendant who ended up as the 
inhabitant of the shanty hut. 

“The Chinese had a virtual monopoly in 
general stores and the wholesale trade of 
domestic articles. The Indians controlled all 
taxicabs, public transport and the cinemas; 
and the Portuguese the rum industry. In the 
face of these closed shops the black Trin- 
idadians had nothing left but to labour in the 
sugar-cane fields, a position that has changed 
little today.”’ 


Was this the consequence of some kind of 
‘racist? oppression or was it just the natural 
order? Said the author a little further on:- 


““We... began to accept the view of a 
number of Indian, Portuguese and Spanish- 
origin Trinidadians that to a certain extent 
many of the inhabitants of the shanty towns 
were there of their own choosing. It is all a 
question of values. Many of them considered 
it is better to spend their hard-earned cash on 
a gaily coloured new shirt or a bottle of rum 
rather than waste it on rent for shelter in 
such an equable climate...” 


Contempt for the Brits 


Back in civilian life, John Bean eventually 
found employment as a chemical technician in 
the paint industry, which soon took him to 
India. Then still something of a liberal, he 
expected to find the local population amicably 
disposed to Britons after having recently 
acquired their independence from the Raj, 
but:- 

“Tt was a great disappointment to find, 

instead of goodwill, the honeymoon atmo- 

sphere prophesied by liberal journalists, an 


abundance of criticisms, open abuse and sometimes 
precocious advice on how Britain should run her 
affairs.”’ 

So what had happened? Simple. The young 
industrial chemist was beholding people who 
respected power — specifically the power of 
the White Man. Once this power had been 
relinquished, that same White Man, far from 
being regarded with friendliness, was despised 
for his weakness and treated accordingly. 

Speaking of these experiences in exotic 
parts, the writer says in conclusion to the. 
second chapter in which they are described:- 


“T had become aware of the racial differ- 
ences that had created the various cultures of 
mankind. This made me a racialist, but cer- 
tainly not a ‘race hater’. Twenty years of 
radical right activity were to make me realise 

that there can be, unfortunately, a rather 
narrow dividing line.”’ 

Why the need for this concluding state- 


ment? Of. course, racial conciousness, like 


every other idea, can be pushed to extremes; . 
but that does not invalidate it. Here we 
encounter a tendency among racial patriots, by 
no means confined to the author of Many 
Shades of Black: a slightly apologetic feeling 
of guilt for a sentiment over which one should 
never feel guilty nor apologise but should 
assert with constant firmness and with no ‘ifs’ 
nor ‘buts’, while at the same time naturally 


avoiding language that is crude or insulting. 


Returning to Britain after a spell abroad, 
John Bean appears to have undergone an 
experience which many share after having 
been away for a while: a tendency to look at 
their own country in a new way, often a more 
critical way than in the past. Perhaps this is 
just the natural consequence of the vivid 
reminder that there is a great big wide world 
outside, of which we are only a part: a world 
in which we have to compete, in which not 
everybody loves us or feels they owe us 
anything. I recall; as if it were only yesterday, 
similar impressions in my own case after two 
years as a national serviceman in Germany. 

Here, in a chapter headed ‘Blackshirt 
apprentice’, the writer relates his concern 
about the changing human landscape in the 
country which, like so many others, he 
irritatingly refers to as ‘England’. It leads him 
into radical politics, and in 1950 we find him 
in the party of Sir Oswald Mosley, now called 
Union Movement. 

After a few years came disillusionment. 
Mosley himself remained a fascinating figure, 
admired for both his intelligence and his 
courage; but the types of people he seemed 
mostly to recruit were a different matter (an 
impression I myself shared when I began an 
examination of the movement, without ever 


joining it, a short time afterwards). 


The Mosleyites were under constant physical 


attack by communists and also by members of 
a Jewish gang known then as the 43 Group. 
They quite rightly defended themselves, and 
fights became a regular feature of their 
meetings and public demonstrations. Here 
there arose a problem which has been the 
subject of dispute on the radical right to this 
day. 


Any publicity...? 

The mass media, even then, had been well 
drilled to deny publicity to Mosley’s people in 
any shape or form which focused serious 
attention on their policies. Their only hope of 
getting in the news, therefore, lay in the 
frequent brawls that attended their activities. 


For this they should not have been blamed. 


The normal media boycott was not their fault, 
any more than was the organised violence that 
pursued them on the streets and in the meeting 
halls. If the violence served to win them public 
attention, whereby then people would enquire 
into their policies and obtain a fairer picture of 
what they actually stood for, who could blame 
them for taking advantage of this? An army 
fighting a guerilla war in occupied territory, in 
which most normal rights — including that of 
receiving a fair hearing — are denied to it, 
should not be reproached for seizing upon 
every available weapon necessary for survival. 
That is the way it is in the world of real 
politics. 

But the weapon was double-edged. The 
reputation for violence which, in the first place 
quite unfairly, pursued Mosley’s followers 
made them acquire an image which gave out a 
number of wrong signals to would-be recruits. 
If the perpetrators of the violence happened, as 
was often the case, to be Jewish, certain 
further signals would be emitted. Says John 
Bean, commenting on this tendency:- 

‘*... Whenever they received press publicity 
over some street skirmish in the East End, 
the thinking public were assured just that 
much more of their hooligan and mob-like 
character. For the. most part, the only 
recruits such publicity gained were political 
morons looking for excitement, or those 
people who suffer from a brand of anti- 

semitism that is not even ‘blessed’ with a 

political foundation but is sheerly social anti- 

semitism often based on jealousy.’’ 


In later years, my own experiences bore out 
some — though not all — of the author’s con- 
clusions, with the difference of detail that the 
focus then centred on black and Asian, rather 
than Jewish, people. John Bean speaks here of 
“the thinking public,’’ but I would challenge 
his use of this term. People who think really 

‘seriously about political matters will not be 
deterred from seeking information about a 
political group by the mere fact that violence 
often seems to attend its activities; they will 
enquire into the source of the violence, taking 
care to ascertain whether the group that is the 
‘Object of their interest is responsible for it or 
merely its victim. When I was leading the 
National Front in the 1970s, the rowdyism that 
was almost constantly present when we 
showed ourselves in public in any prominent 
way probably did put off some people who 


would otherwise have been inclined to support 
us. But there were nevertheless a good many 
who saw through media propaganda, which 
tended to lump us together with our attackers 
as if we were equally responsible for the 
trouble, and recognised quite clearly where the 
real blame lay. We attracted large numbers of 
very decent, intelligent and politically serious 
Britons to our cause, while also picking up just 
a few who joined for other, less commendable, 
reasons. 


It must be remembered that back in those - 


times, as today, hooligan behaviour by those 
on the political left was a familiar phenomenon 
by no means confined to occasions where 
nationalists were the targets. In quite recent 
memory was the Battle of Grosvenor Square, 
when a left-wing mob besieged the American 
Embassy, taking its anger and hysteria out on 
the police who were there to protect it. There 
was the violent picketing of docks and 
factories arising out of industrial disputes. 
There were the Greenham Common disturb- 
ances, as well as those surrounding the miners’ 
strike. Later there were the poll-tax riots, not 
to forget the racial conflagrations of the 1980s 
which not even the biased media could 
attribute to any white ‘racist’ intervention. 
Members of the British public with anything 
resembling brains are well used to these left- 
wing, ‘anti-racist’ and often anti-police tactics, 
and are perfectly capable of perceiving their 
presence behind organised attacks on patriots. 
Our experience of the seventies was that, 
when the NF was targeted by the same gangs, 
that became, in many eyes, almost a recomm- 
endation rather than a deterrent. ‘‘If that crowd 
are against you, you must be doing something 
right!’’ was a comment that I heard frequently 
during those years. They -were years of quite 
spectacular recruitment to the nationalist cause, 
in which the vast majority were ordinary folk 
not looking for punch-ups, nor motivated by 
irrational hatred towards other races, but 
concerned to preserve their country’s identity 
and prepared to face physical attacks if that 
was necessary in the exercise of their 


_ freedoms. 


There nevertheless is some validity in what 
John Bean has said on this matter, albeit that 
the issue can be grossly oversimplified. 
Violence can attract those with a natural dis- 
position towards it, and public discussion of 
the race issue can appeal to negative senti- 
ments of hate just as to positive ones of love. 
It is all a matter of how carefully the party 
leadership exercises a fine-tuning balance in 
such matters, how it regulates the choice of 
what is said and what is done. I believe that 
we got the balance very nearly right in the 
1970s — not 100 per cent right, perhaps, but 
much more right than wrong. It could well be 
that Mosley’s party failed, in its time, to 
achieve this balance; and that, at the end of the 
day, has to be down to Mosley himself. 


Tory interlude 

On the rebound from Mosley,’ John Bean 
was persuaded by some members of his family 
to join the Tories, and enlisted as a member of 
the Barnes Branch, in South West London. 


This venture lasted precisely two months. 
From the standpoint of his social ideas, JB 
might have found compatibility with Labour: 
but, as he states, ‘‘I had joined the Conser-. 
vative Party because it was more of a home 
for patriots and nationalists...’’ But the tiny 
horizons of his fellow Tories soon dismayed: 
him. This, he says... 

**... Was a new world of politics, where my 

fellow members’ minds seemed dominated by 

minutes of the previous meetings, points of 
order relating to local drainage and other 
trivia, and a lack of interest in looking at 
policies now that the country was ‘back in the 
safe hands of the Conservatives’ under 

Churchill...’’ 

Of course, this preoccupation with the 
minute and the parochial throughly suited the 
party chiefs, as it does down to this day. The, 
Tory rank and file have always been notor- 
iously docile in their acceptance of the party 
line as determined by their supposed superiors 
at Central Office. Again, it seemed to have 
been a case of like calling out to like. Just as 
the regular brawls in which Mosleyites were 
constantly engaged tended to attract belligerent 
spirits addicted to brawling, so did the polite 
tameness of constituency Tories have the habit 
of pulling in the equally tame. This has always 
been the problem with modern Conservatism. ' 
Even where glimmerings of the political ‘light’ 
may occasionally filter through the general 
fog, the impulse to action is paralysed due to » 
the prevailing atmosphere of genteel inertia 
and the wholly undynamic types it encourages. 


Chimera 


Bean was now looking for an organisation 
outside the political mainstream but not, in his 
own words, ‘‘irrevocably tarred with the brush . 
of anti-semitism and fascism as Mosley’s 
movement was.’’ Here we see him pursuing a 
chimera that has obsessed and frustrated 
countless thousands of basically sound patriots 
in Britain, while at the same time serving as a 
constant source of friction between people who 
should be united. The truth is that the ‘brush’ 
he.so much rejected — more out’of tactical 
considerations than of personal conviction — is 
something that is always going to ‘tar’ genuine 
patriotic organisations as long as effective 
power in Britain lies with the liberal-globalist 
establishment and as long as the news media 
remain in that establishment’s hands. 

Of course, those patriotic organisations 
should not go out of their way to get ‘tarred’ 
beyond normal expectation. They should ex-. 
clude, as far as possible, campaigning methods 
and imagery which positively invite the media 
to draw such connections. This goes without 
saying, and I have myself been at fault many 
years ago, when much younger, in becoming 
involved briefly with a political group which 
made just these errors. But, all this having 
been acknowledged, it remains a fact that the 
eagemess of patriots to attain the unattainable 
— a public image 100 per cent free of any 
taint of ‘fascist’ or ‘anti-semitic’ connections, 
justified or not '— has become a neurosis 
which has constantly poisoned and enfeebled - 
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nationalist parties, and very often caused them 
to splinter with the result that the factions into 
which they have divided have all been totally 
impotent, with or without the ‘fascist’ label. 
Some in the nationalist movement have in 
fact quite cynically exploited this neurosis in 
the course of power-struggles where it has 
been their own ambition, rather than any 
genuine distaste or fear of ‘fascism’, that has 
been the driving factor. However, in the case 
of John Bean I believe that his fears on these 
counts were always sincere, if misconceived. 


The party approach rejected 

Bean’s next serious foray into active politics 
was with with the League of Empire Loyalists, 
which satisfied his quest for a movement with 
a ‘non-fascist’ pedigree (though in fact led by 
a former Mosley lieutenant, A.K. Chesterton). 
The League never had pretensions to becoming 
a party but was conceived, and operated, 
essentially as a movement of protest. Of 
course, protest groups have their place in the 
political landscape but always as mere means 
to an end; there is not the slightest point in 
their activity unless its object is to bring 
pressure to bear on those who actually wield 
the power, so that the latter will carry out the 
policies for which the protesters clamour. If 
there is not a hope of this happening, the 
protest becomes a waste of time — except in 
special circumstances where it serves a covert 
purpose of preparing the way for the formation 
of a political party, with a strategy for the 
eventual winning of power, at a later date. 

There never was the slightest hope of any 
party of political power (which realistically 
could only be the Tory Party) adopting the 
policies that the League advocated. But neither 
was there any preparedness by the League’s 
leadership to see the League itself as a party in 
the making. Its activities, therefore, were 
leading nowhere. Bean saw this — as also did 
a younger League member who in the mean- 
time had joined a little while after him. That 
member’s name was John Tyndall. 

I enlisted in the LEL for the same reason as 
Bean did: because it was the best outlet of its 


time for people of nationalist opinions who. 


wanted to do something active. We came to 
the same conclusions .about the League’s 
limited future, largely independently but 
through some discussion. This discussion 
eventually led, in 1958, to the formation of the 
National Labour Party, mainly initiated, and 
subsequently led, by Bean but with me in a 
supporting role. As a preliminary to the setting 
up of the NLP, Bean and Chesterton had 
exchanged letters on the subject in which the 
latter had said:- 


“IT do not feel any deep conviction that the 
League, unless it has a big break, will get 
very far, but I do think that you are in 
danger of abandoning the substance for the 
shadow. The result could well be years of 
effort without making the slightest impact on 
the public mind. The loss of you would be 
grievous to us, and fragmentation of effort 
might be annoying, but quite honestly I think 
that you are going out into the wilderness and 
that nothing more will be heard of you in any 
serious political connotation.”’ 
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Chesterton was at the same time right and 
wrong. There would indeed be fragmentation 
of effort, and that is always retrograde when 
people have previously been working together. 
The NLP did indeed constitute, to a great 
extent at least, an abandonment of substance 
for shadow. The result was to be years of the 
NLP, and other parties of its type, making at 
least very little impact on the public mind. The 
NLP was indeed a step into the wilderness. 
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But such a step was always inevitable as 
long as Chesterton remained determined that 
the LEL remain an organisation of protest and 
nothing more. There were bound to be others 
— if not Bean and Tyndall, then someone else 
— who would take the process a step further 
and form something intended to channel this 
protest into a party, aiming, however 
remotely, at political power. What would have 
been far preferable to the fragmentation of 
which Chesterton spoke was an agreement that 
the League should become a party itself, if 
only in embryo. After all, had he not admitted 
that the League was unlikely to get very far? 
The party that should have been formed then 
‘was eventually formed nine years later. They 
were nine years of much wasted time, 
including some political misadventures which 
might well otherwise have been avoided. 


On the fringes 


“National Labour’ made some small impact 
during its two-year career, but it remained 
very much on the outer fringes of political life 
in Britain, and largely if not entirely justified 
Chesterton’s prognosis. In 1960 the NLP 
amalgamated with another group, the White 
Defence League, to form the British National 
Party — which should not be confused with 
the party of the same name which operates 
today. Though the NLP brought considerably 
more members into the merger than did the 
WDL, it was the head of the latter group, 
Colin Jordan, who became overall leader of 
the new combination. This was not unconn- 
ected with the fact that Jordan was able to 


supply a headquarters building as a major 
bargaining counter. The merger was a positive 
step forward — a change from the trend of the 
previous years in that it constituted a move 
towards greater unity among nationalists 
instead of greater division. It was also much to 
Bean’s credit: he sacrificed his position of 
seniority in the interests of the greater cause — 
a good example to others which was not 
always subsequently followed. 

But after another two years much of this 
good was undone. Here I myself must take 
some of the blame, but so also must Bean. As 
is usual in political parties, there were different 
wings: the ‘moderates’ and the ‘militants’. 
Bean represented the former while Colin 
Jordan, and I myself in a more junior capacity, 
were classified as the latter. Had more mature 
attitudes prevailed, these divisions might have 
been contained within the party by a spirit of 
compromise and more readiness for discussion 
on both sides. As it was, they led to a 
thoroughly acrimonious split, which occurred 
in 1962. The consequence of this was that the . 
BNP carried on, now with Bean in charge, 
while the more ‘militant’ faction reformed as 
the National Socialist Movement under Jordan. 

As Jordan’s main lieutenant, I have taken 
some ‘stick’ in nationalist circles ever since for 
this very foolish error. The truth is that I never 
wanted the reformed party to adopt the name 
‘National Socialist’ but went along with the 
decision once Jordan had made it. I blame 
myself, not Jordan, for my doing so. The fact 
was that I had had enough of splits. I hadn’t 
wanted this split in the first place but it was 
forced by others. I wasn’t prepared to lead 
people into a further split, but neither did I 
want to drop out of political activity. In 
accordance with my view that once the party 
leader has made a decision it should be 
followed, irrespective of agreement or other- 
wise, I went along with Jordan’s scheme for a 
party under the new name chosen, and subse- 
quently adapted myself to the ‘party line’. 

The book under discussion here is John 
Bean’s, not mine; and this diversion may seem 
a little like my trying to take centre-stage from 
him. However, as the error involved in the 
setting up of the NSM, and my participation in 
it, forms part of a major theme of Many 
Shades of Black, I have no alternative but to 
dwell on it a little — with apologies to the 
author! There will be cause to refer to this 
subject again. 


Chronic division again 

Naturally, John Bean in his book goes to 
some lengths to justify his own position in this 
division, and I certainly do not propose to 
defend Jordan’s and mine. But more important 
than the question of where lay the greater 
blame was the fact that, once again, the 
nationalist movement had suffered a further 
fragmentation. Now the movement was splin- 
tered into three main strands: There was the 
League of Empire Loyalists, from which Bean 
& Co. had split to form the NLP (later the 


‘BNP); there was the BNP itself; and now there 


was the National Socialist Movement — 
smaller than either but large in the publicity it 


came to attract. Needless to say, the partisans 
of each faction strove energetically to explain 
to everyone why they were right and the 
others wrong. It was all quite tragic and it was 
all quite futile. None of these grouplets had 
any serious political future as they then stood; 
which was the most ‘right’ of the three was 
rather academic. 

Two years on from these events, I was 
forced into doing what I had always wanted to 
avoid doing: I led a split myself. Seeing that 
the NSM was going nowhere but not being 
.accepted within either of the other groups, I 
and probably the main body of party activists 
parted company with Jordan and set up the 
Greater Britain Movement. There were now 
four mutually hostile factions all splashing 
about in the political wilderness, doomed to 
total irrelevance. This had to change, and I 
was one of those who set about changing it. 

By a process that has been documented 
elsewhere, these factions, excluding the NSM, 
came together later in 1960s to form the 
National Front, thus virtually putting an end to 
the debilitating divisions by which the nation- 
alist movement in Britain had been racked for 
the past two decades. Again, John Bean was to 
be commended for consenting to some loss of 
personal status in order to make this possible. 

All this time, JB had been editing and 
publishing, on a slightly irregular basis, a 
tabloid-style paper called Combat. The con- 
tribution of Combat to the growth of British 
Nationalism — small though the movement 
was by comparison with some others of its 
kind around the world — deserves some 
praise. For most of his political life Bean had 
never been a full-time activist; he had usually 
had to earn his living outside politics — and 
support a wife and two children into the 
bargain. When his input of activity, plus his 
contributions as a publisher and journalist, are 
taken into account against this background, it 
can be seen that his sacrifices for the nation- 
alist cause were considerable. In 1968 he 
suddenly approached me and informed me he 
was retiring from active politics and volun- 
teered to hand over the subscription list of 


Combat to my own journal Spearhead, which” 


had been founded just under three years 
earlier. This gave the latter a considerable 
boost, and it should not be forgotten. 

On the other hand, JB’s withdrawal from 
the struggle, at 41 years of age, was a matter 
of deep regret notwithstanding our numerous 
disagreements. His book, however, does not 
end at this point, but goes on to cover much of 
the story of the National Front and comment 
on developments beyond. 


Neurotic fear 


Some painfully slow and frustrating negot- 
iations preceded the setting of the NF in 1967. 
Here we encountered again the neurotic fear of 
the ‘fascist’ taint on the part of people who 
simply could not perceive the ‘bigger picture’. 
The nationalist right in Britain had been 
impotent for two decades, not primarily 
because this taint had rubbed off on some of 
its factions, but because of its woeful disunity. 
This disunity meant that no single faction was 


able to command the membership numbers and 
resources to make the kind of impact upon 
public opinion that would lead people to think 
that nationalism was a serious force and 
therefore worth joining. Until that primary 
obstacle had been overcome — which could 
only happen by way of a merger of the 
factions and the consequent mobilisation of far 
greater membership numbers and resources — 
arguments about ‘fascist’ or ‘nazi’ labels and 
how to deal with them amounted to spitting in 
the wind. 

That the new, unified movement that was 
required would need to distance itself from 
‘fascism’, ‘nazism’ and at least the cruder 
manifestations of ‘anti-semitism’ referred to 
previously by Bean — all this was beyond 
dispute. What bogged down negotiations 
towards the merger was the small-minded 
tendency of so many of the key negotiators to 
reject the idea of entering into any kind of 
political association with others who in the 
past had been connected with groups termed 
‘fascist’ or ‘nazi’ — though their own previous 
groups had hardly demonstrated roaring 
political success by comparison. What was 
needed was mutual tolerance, compromise and 
a preparedness to draw a line under past 
misadventures and failures and look forward to 
the future. What the new movement had to do 
was harmonise all the forces of dynamism, 
activism and, where applicable, leadership 
available to nationalism from whatever quarter 
they came. In fact it took a few more years for 
it to be demonstrated, in the bracing arena of 
real national politics, that individuals’ assoc- 
iations previous to their involvement with the 
NF were completely irrelevant to their useful- 
ness to that party; much more important were 
their personal attributes of energy, talent, 
dedication and commitment to the common 
cause. 


Confusion of cause and effect 


In his book John Bean takes us on a journey 
through the often labyrinthine process of these 
arguments and obstructions which simply post- 
poned what everyone should have seen as 
wholly necessary and, if nationalism was to 
become a real force in this country, inevitable. 
One excerpt from this narrative was instruc- 
tive. Describing the Acton by-election, in West 
London, in which Andrew Fountaine, now the 
NF’s Executive Director, was the candidate 
and received 1,400 votes, Bean says that seven 
days before the poll he saw lots of ‘Vote 
Fountaine’ posters on view and thought the 
candidate likely to top 5,000 votes, but... 


“He then became the victim of a ‘fascist’ 
smear campaign: first, from an illegal leaflet 
distrubuted throughout Acton by the ’62 
Group (the successor to the former ’43 
Group. JT); second from Liberal and Labour 
canvassers; third, from a scurrilous leaflet 
issued by the Liberals on the eve of poll. The 
Fountaine posters were soon taken down.”’ 


Here there is a confusion between cause and 
effect based on facile assumptions rather than 
serious analysis. In the first place, estimates of 
voting figures, whether drawn from canvassing 
returns or numbers of posters in windows, 


almost always greatly exceed results eventually 
achieved. Then there is the assumption that all 
those who removed their posters necessarily 
changed their voting intentions as a result of 
the same pressures. Much more likely is that 
they were frightened of getting bricks through 
their windows! 

And even if votes for Fountaine were signif- 
icantly affected by the smear campaign, this 
just goes to show that a candidate like AF, 
with absolutely no past record of ‘association 
with ‘fascism’, stands just the same chance of 
having the ‘fascist’ label slapped on him as 
does another who does have such a record. 

And if it be argued that Fountaine would not 
have earned those smears had he represented 
a party with no former ‘fascists’ or ‘nazis’ 
within it, it can only be said that, ‘earn’ or 
not, he would still have got them! We have all. 
learned through experience that these smear- 
mongers have not the slightest regard for the 
truth; if ‘fascist’ or ‘nazi’ connections do not 
exist in the record of a patriotic would-be 
politician, his opponents will invent them! John 
Bean ought to understand this, but his des- 
cription of these events gives little sign of it. 


Rise and fall of the NF 


In the final section of his book, Bean looks 
back on his years as an active nationalist, and 
pays particular attention to the rise and fall of 
the National Front, giving six reasons for the 
latter. 

With the first reason one can readily agree. 
This was the action of the Tories under 
Margaret Thatcher of stealing the clothing of 
the NF by implied promises on immigration 
put forward at the 1979 general election. 

As a second reason, the author cites the 
“almost continual internal warfare that beset 
the National Front from its foundation...’’ 
Here again, he is substantially correct, though 
he might have said a great deal more in 
analysis of the causes of that warfare. As an 
example of an over-facile dismissal of the 
phenomenon, he takes the example of one-time 
Leicester Organiser Anthony Reed-Herbert as 
one of those who were ‘worn down’ by all the 
in-fighting. I was able to witness closely the 
events surrounding Reed-Herbert’s defection. 
In fact, what he did was lead a treacherous and 
disloyal faction into a breakaway party, based 
mainly in the Midlands. In my view, establish- 
ment infiltration and internal subversion was a 
far more significant cause of splits than people 
being ‘worn down’, though the latter factor did 
play a part in gaining followers for these 
treacherous elements. Which category Reed- 
Herbert came into I cannot say. 

As reason No. 3, Bean speaks of marches 
and demonstrations. He begins by saying that 
such activities have a part to play in politics 
when they are held for specific reasons and are 
disciplined — but, he continues, the famous 
Lewisham march in 1977, which led to a 
pitched battle mainly between left-wingers and 
police, was a step too far in this regard. 

Well, my recollection of the Lewisham 
march is that it was very well disciplined and 
that all the trouble was caused by the oppo- 

Contd. overleaf 


Page 9 


sition. As to whether the march was held for 
a specific reason, the reason was a protest 
against mugging, and the area chosen was one 
in which that practice had attained epidemic 
proportions. Arguments as to whether 
Lewisham was ‘‘a march too far’’ have raged 
up to this day. We come back to the question 
of a fine tuning aimed at balance between the 
need for a party to maintain a high public 
profile and the need for it to avoid a reputation 
just for brawling. I have said that in this 
regard we in the NF in those days got the 
balance nearly right. Unanimity about 
Lewisham will never be achieved, but at the 
end of the day we should keep our sense of 
proportion. One march attended by a riot did 
not destroy a political movement; other factors 
were much more imporitnt. 

John Bean goes on to cite ‘nazi’ smear 
propaganda as reason No. 4 for the NF’s 
demise, but then he as good as answers his 
own claim by acknowledging that other groups 
of people, such as Kingsley Reed’s National 
Party, who split from the NF to avoid the 
smears, still went on receiving them. He is of 
course perfectly right: It is not a question of 
whether these smears adversely affect nation- 
alist support; probably they do but just how 
much will never be quantifiable; it is a 
question of there being no way of avoiding 
them and therefore of our having to live with 
them and not fall out over them. 

The fifth reason put forward opens up an 
intriguing debate. Says the author:- 


‘People interested in joining the NF did so 
primarily on the issue of immigration. When 
they wrote in for further details most found 
that they also had sympathy for some of the 
other NF views, such as opposition to 
Britain’s membership of the Common 
Market; the return of capital punishment for 
child murderers and the murderers of police 
officers; denouncing the international bankers 
who put profit before national interest and 
jobs. But when they looked through the pages 

of National Front News and Spearhead they 

would see other issues that did not appear in 

the general leaflets and the usually well- 
written election addresses. These would be 
articles on Jewish financial power, alleged | 

Jewish control of the media and Zionist 

influences over British and American foreign 

policy...” 

Well, no-one can please everybody all of the 
time! But seriously, was the NF to exclude 
frank discussion of ‘background’ issues which, 
in the opinion of its leaders, had a very real 
bearing on the more obvious issues of immig- 
ration, Europe and the economy? I believe not. 
Obviously, the discussion has to be conducted 
carefully, and we did attempt to do just this. 
But always there is something liable to be said 
that upsets someone. A party that can com- 
pletely prevent this belongs to the world of 
fantasy. At the end of the day, the items in our 
publications of that time which John Bean 
evidently thinks should have been excluded did 
not prevent many thousands joining. As for 
putting off voters, hardly one voter in a 
quarter of a million would ever have read read 
such material. 

What John Bean seems wholly incapable of 


Page J0 


realising is that, just as the laws of internal 
combustion rule that one cannot indefinitely 
keep a lid on a boiling kettle without it being 
blown off, once one permits discussion of 
certain subjects like immigration, Europe and 
international banking — as must be permitted 
in the nationalist movement, one could not 
prevent the extension of that discussion to 
origins and causes if one tried. My honest 
opinion on the matter is that, at the end of the 
day, people ready in the 1970s to join the 
National Front (or in the 1990s to join the 
latter-day BNP) are not likely to be put off in 
any significant numbers from doing so by 
seeing references to these subjects in public- 
ations or, if they were, would be certain to 
find some other reason for non-participation 
even if those ones were not available. 

John Bean’s final reason (6) for the waning 
of the NF (and BNP) vote in their traditional 
areas is ‘White Flight’. Here he is of course 
partly right, but this would only indicate the 
need for some changes in campaign locations. 
Even here, however, the theory, in as much as 
it applies to the late 1970s and early 1980s, is 
rather contradicted by the BNP’s excellent 
results in East London in the early to mid- 
‘nineties. 


Overview 


All this, as the reader will by now have 
concluded, has become something much more 
than a book review. There is a reason. John 
Bean’s analysis of the problems besetting 
British Nationalism during his and later times 
gets to the heart of the big questions of success 
and failure, even when his conclusions are, at 
least in my opinion, off target. There are 
moments when, in diagnosing failures and 
setbacks, we are prone to get a little too close 
to the picture and become immersed in too 
much minor detail. Here is where there is a 
need to step back somewhat, transport our- 


DECADENT BRITAIN 

Britain, more than most western nations, 
has been swamped by the most degenerate 
forms of popular culture, encouraging race- 
mixing (as in the picture) and the abandon- 
ment of the national cultural heritage. This 
makes a national renaissance here especially 
ifficult. 


selves mentally to the mountain-top, so to 
speak, and take more of an overview. 

One of the first things we need to recognise 
is that the kind of country Britain has become 
in the second half of the 20th century provides 
one of the most difficult environments in the 
developed world for the building of a 
movement of national awakening. National 
character and temperament, the erosion of 
education and the prevailing transatlantic ‘pop’ 
culture, not least the virtual two-party electoral 
system, all militate against those engaged in 
such an endeavour. These things do not make 
the endeavour impossible, but they do necess- 
itate steely determination, almost infinite 
patience and perseverence, and a calm, adult 
attitude towards failures and setbacks — 
making these latter the occasions for deep 
analysis and serious discussion rather than 
knee-jerk emotional reactions. ; 

All too often, these conditions have not been 
properly understood and the rules stemming 
from them not followed. 

The main result, and by far the most 
damaging one, has been the division of forces. 
Almost everywhere in the world, patriotic 
movements engaged in the fight against the 
liberal-globalist establishment are grossly 
under-resourced by comparison with their 
enemies. This makes it imperative for them to 
combine and co-ordinate the resources they do 
have. Wherever these resources are split, 
impotence is the outcome. — 

For a few years in the 1970s, patriotic 
forces in Britain were about 90 per cent united 
under the National Front. This, combined with 
other factors outside the range of our 
discussion here, made for its strength and 
success. The moment this unity was broken, 
impotence for many years was the inevitable 
consequence. 

Gradually, a new unity has been forged by 
way of the rise to dominance of the nationalist 
movement by the British National Party — 
though this has not yet proceeded as far as was 
the case with the NF two decades ago. It is 
absolutely essential that this unity be main- 
tained, whatever temptations may emerge for 
it to be undermined and ruptured. 


Vital lessons 


If this is to be achieved, the lessons of the 
Front’s break-up must be thoroughly digested. 
Here it avails us nothing to argue interminably 
about the responsibility to be apportioned to 
this or that individual; rather should we be 
concentrating on particular tendencies of 
thought and action which were ultimately 
destructive. 

One has been pinpointed, if only by impli- 
cation: the failure to understand the immensely 
difficult terrain on which we fight, and thence 
the need for an acceptance of very patient 
time-scales for the achievement of success. 

There was another which cannot be stressed 
too strongly. This was the unwillingness of 
people representing certain strands of nation- 
alist thinking to understand and tolerate others 
representing different, but not necessarily 
incompatible, strands. Here the ghosts of the 
past were all too often allowed to haunt and 


plague the present. 

The previous era in which nationalist forces 
enjoyed power in major countries and pre- 
vailed over a substantial part of Europe was 
the nazi and fascist era of the 1930s and 
1940s. The shadow of that era — even if it is 
merely a negative one — cannot be eradicated, 
however much we try. 

An adult approach to the problems of today 
and tomorrow must first be based on a recog- 
nition that times are different, that history has 
moved on and that methods that might have 
been appropriate to deal with problems of the 
pre-war and wartime period in parts of Europe 
are not necessarily suitable to the present, also 
that this previous era carries a popular stigma 
that requires a firm distancing on our part 
from its imagery and associations. 

But equally, such an adult approach must 
recognise that there will be individuals 
comprising a not negligible part of the patriotic 
and radical right of today who will refuse to 
see no good at all in those revolutionary exper- 
iments of yesterday, however unhappily they 
may have ended. The idea that such indivi- 
duals can be totally excommunicated from our 
modern movement and all the strands of their 
thinking rejected as if they constituted some 
latter-day bubonic plague — that is not only in 
principle wrong but it is also wildly unreal- 
istic. Failure to recognise this truth in the 
1970s was a major generator of quarrelling 
and division. It must not be allowed to have 
the same consequences in the future. 

Taking this question a stage further, we 
have to understand that, whatever distance is 
established between modern nationalism and 
former national socialism and fascism, the nazi 
and fascist labels are going to be slapped on us 


by our opponents in the media and in other 
political parties, particularly those of the left. 
There just is no way to avoid these labels 
without abandoning altogether every robust 
principle of race and nation and becoming little 
better than flag-waving Tories. What we have 
to do is rid ourselves of that particular neurosis 
brought on by constant worrying and fretting 
over the matter and the resultant quarrelling 
and splitting into which this so often degen- 
erates. 


The enemy dimension 

There is one further factor which contrib- 
uted with immense destructive power to the 
disasters of the 1970s, and in particular to the 
eventual fragmentation and demise of the 
National Front, and John Bean’s failure to 
mention this in his book might be regarded as 
a serious omission but, possibly, for the 
mitigation of limited space in a work of 252 
pages. 

In every damaging division in nationalist 
parties that I have witnessed over the years, 
there has been abundant evidence, if only 
circumstantial, of enemy intervention — 
whether one wishes to put this down to 
government and its political policing agencies 
of Special Branch and MIS, the Tories, the 
Left, Zionists or any combination of these. 
The infiltration of patriotic movements by 
hostile agents is a worldwide phenomenon and 
by no means a new one. It has a number of 
purposes, of which the most obvious is the 
gathering of information — particularly on 
activities which might extend into realms of 
illegality. There is also the trick of incitement 
of less mature members’ to actions which, if 
not illegal, cause political embarrassment and 


loss of support. But by far the most devas- 
tating function of the infiltrator is the pro- 
motion of internal discord and division, 
preferably (from his paymasters’ standpoint) 
leading to outright splits. This is accomplished 
by exploiting natural tensions that are going to 
exist in any political organisation: personal 
feuds and rivalries; arguments over ideology 
and tactics; frustration over electoral setbacks 
or slow growth and progress. 

There is no certain way of immunising a 
nationalist party against the enemy infiltrator. 
Total vetting is out of the question with the 
small resources of internal security that are 
usually available. Trained instinct in the way 
of character judgement is a useful aid, but it is 
never infallible. By far the most important and 
effective defence is to do everything possible 
to render the infiltrator relatively powerless by 
ensuring that his most destructive strategy — 
the sowing of internal conflict and splintering 
— does not succeed. Even this cannot always 
be accomplished to perfection, given the 
human factor that is always present; but 
awareness of the danger, and vigilance against 
it, can go a long way. 

In Many Shades of Black John Bean has 
done nationalists in Britain a favour by 
inducing us to look at our problems and ask 
ourselves some necessary questions. It is my 
opinion that he has not by any means supplied 
all the correct answers. Nevertheless, his 
analysis does have the virtue that, in the 
context of present disputes at least, it comes 
from one who has no axes to grind. This 
apart, the book seldom fails to entertain. At 
the end of this counter-analysis which has gone 
far beyond the length normal to such an 
exercise, I recommend it! 


HAVE THE INTERNATIONALISTS 
BUNGLED THE AUSTRALIAN 


CONSTITUTIONAL REFERENDUM? 


ON NOVEMBER 6th, the Australian 
nation will vote in an historic refer- 
endum to decide whether or not to 
become a republic. At the time this 
article is being written (October 3rd), it 
looks likely that the referendum will be 
lost and that Australia will remain a 
constitutional monarchy sharing the 
British Sovereign — at least for a few 
more years. 

Despite an enormous push by powerful 
financial interests, the major mass media 
and the majority of federal politicians in 
favour of the proposed Australian 
Republican Movement model, it is 
becoming increasingly apparent that huge 
numbers of ordinary Australians will not 
buy it. They smell too many rats. There is 
a growing consensus that this model 
represents a power-grab by wealthy, 


British loyalist 
and monarchist 
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selfish and unrepresentative élites who 
form the contemporary (and anti-tradit- 
ional) Establishment here. 

Ordinary people on both sides of 
politics do not trust these élites and their 
much-publicised leaders. Thus an alliance 
of necessity has developed between 
monarchists and the ‘Real Republic’ 
movement, a group which rejects the 
proposed ARM model and claims that it 
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claims that it represents ‘‘the 70 per cent 
of Australians who only want a republic if 
the president is directly elected by the 
people as a whole.’’ (The ARM model 
provides for apresident chosen essentially 
by the leading politicians of the two major 
party groupings, the Liberal-National 
coalition, which currently governs under 
Prime Minister John Howard, and the 
Australian Labour Party). 

The internationalists have been able 
largely to suppress vital aspects of the 
monarchist case by means of censorship 
(working both through the major political 
parties and the mass media), but they have 
not been able significantly to shift a 


substantial sector of republican opinion 


from its determination to reject the ARM 
model. That sector is represented by the 
Contd. overleaf 
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Real Republic’ movement, as previously 
mentioned, whose Melbourne campaign 
launch I attended only today at the 
Punter’s Hotel in Fitzroy, a colourful 
working-class suburb. The combination of 
No votes from monarchists and ‘Real 
Republicans’ is likely to sink the 
referendum. 


THE ‘REAL REPUBLICANS’ 


Readers of Spearhead may be interested 
to learn something of the leaders of the 
Real Republic movement. One speaker 
today was the former Governor-General 
and ALP federal minister, Bill Hayden, 
who hails from Ipswich, Queensland. 
Hayden had a childhood in conditions of 
poverty and sometimes attended school 
without shoes. That may be one reason 
why, unlike some ALP heavyweights, he 


has not lost touch with, or respect for, 
ordinary citizens. 

Hayden’s main argument with the ARM 
model is that it fatally disturbs the 
balance-of-powers principle which our 
forefathers wisely built into the Australian 
Constitution. It gives too much power to 
the executive government. Hayden, an 
urbane and sensible man, accepts that the 
majority of Australians want a republic 
and no longer wish to be governed by an 
Australian monarch who is also the British 
monarch. He stresses, however, that the 
Crown has historically acted to protect the 
people from misuse of power by polit- 
icians and big business. In his view, a 
republican model which includes direct 
election of the president by all Australian 
citizens will successfully exchange the 
sovereignty of the Crown for the sover- 
eignty of the People, thus preserving the 
balance of powers within our Constitution. 

The Australian president of the Real 
Republicans is former federal independent 
MP Ted Mack, widely regarded as one of 
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the most honest men ever to have sat at 
Canberra. Mack agrees with the Hayden 
analysis and is also well aware of the kind 
of wheeling and dealing that would go on 
between party leaders to select a president 
under the ARM model. Mack hails from 
New South Wales. 

The Melbourne convenor for the 
movement is another former federal MP, 
Phil Cleary, something of an ‘Irish 
anarchist’, as Hayden put it to me today. 
Cleary cherishes his Irish ancestry and 
feels no special ties to Britain or the 
British Throne. A former schoolteacher 
and footballer of some note, author of a 
lively and entertaining biography, Cleary 
Independent (1998), Cleary essentially 
represents the traditional Labour Party 
which stood for less priviliged sections of 
the community. 


Cleary has considerable populist 
charisma and also the capacity to speak 
directly and with a human touch at public 
occasions. 

A gifted and articulate woman barrister, 
Jocelynne Scutt, was the other speaker at 
today’s launch. Like Cleary, she is hostile 
to the society of silvertails and has no love 
for the British monarchy, which she 
denigrated with a series of pejorative 
terms, one of them being ‘sexist’ — which 
seems unconvincing when a Queen has 
held the Throne for the last 47 years! 

During question time I asked the four 
speakers to explain how they thought that 
a republic with a directly elected president 
would be able to protect the interests of 
ordinary people, as opposed to an ARM- 
style republic which they all opposed 
because of its tyrannical and authoritarian 
elements. The answers did not reassure 
me. Cleary once again expressed his 
touching faith in the capacity of ‘the 
people’ to make wise decisions, and 
pointed to the recent Victorian state 


election result as an example. This was 
held on September 18th; the major media 
largely urged that the Premier, Jeff 
Kennett, be re-elected; he is a man who 
has greatly improved the finances of the 
state but has done so by introducing 

a casino and increased gambling, to say 
nothing of many visually monstrous 
changes to the Melbourne skyline; and 
Victorians produced a hung election with 
three independents holding the balance of 
power. 

I would have liked to ask a further: 
question but did not gain the chairman’s 
nod. To me it seems clear that the House 
of Windsor has often failed to protect the 
British people from the claws of the inter- 
nationalists, but that the institution of the 
Crown remains as a profound bulwark in 
the latter’s way. I cannot see that either 
kind of republic would be as effective a 
barrier, since I believe that ‘the people’ 
too often are swayed to vote against their 
real interests by mass media in the pockets 
of financial élites with globalist policies. 
However, I was unable to pursue this 
further with the Real Republican leader- 
ship on this occasion. 

A noticeable feature of the Real 
Republic Melbourne launch was the 
absence of affluent-looking folk amidst the 
small attendance of about eighty people. 
By contrast, the ARM is led by million- 
aires such as Goldsman Sachs partner 
Malcolm Turnbull and Mrs. Janet Holmes 
a’Court, reputedly Australia’s richest 
woman. Thus there was a hearty laugh 
when Bill Hayden remarked that the 
House of Windsor has probably done 
much more for ordinary Australians than 
the House of Murdoch! (Rupert Murdoch, 
owner of our only national paper, The 
Australian, as well as of the London 
Times and many other publications, is now 
a citizen of the United States, not his 
native Australia; and his son Lachlan 
recently made a statement in favour of the 
ARM republic in which he denigrated the 
‘unrepresentative’ British monarchy! The 
Real Republicans feel that his remarks 
strengthened their case that the ARM 
model is the project of the wealthy élites). 


MEDIA EXCLUSION AND BIAS 


We monarchists have laboured under 
several handicaps during the year 
preceding the referendum. The media have 
almost totally excluded from the main 
public forums the Australian Monarchist 
League (the oldest established pro-mon- 
archy group) and the Australian League of 
Rights (which has stood staunchly for the 
monarchy and the British connection for 
over fifty years). Pro-monarchy articles, 
far fewer in number than pro-republic 
articles, are invariably written by 
journalists, politicians or members and 
associates of Australians for Constitutional 
Monarchy, a group which has adopted a 


peculiarly limited set of arguments in its 
campaigning, but which has had the vital 
financial support of the federal govern- 
ment. It is the ACM and the Real Repub- 
licans who have been given enormous 
sums of money to prepare the ‘No’ case. 
The two Leagues were not even allowed 
one member on the relevant committee of 
ten. This was so despite intensive efforts 
by some of us as early as October last 
year to ensure that all the pro-monarchy 
arguments were properly and fully put to 
the Australian people before the refer- 
endum. That has not happened. 

What this means, it seems to me, is that 
this referendum operation has been 
managed by the powers that be. As dis- 
tinguished Australian historian, Professor 
Geoffrey Blainey, recently wrote in the 
Melbourne Age, the vast majority of 
Australians voting on November 6th will 
be inadequately informed to do the job 
properly. Whatever the result may be, he 
wrote, it will be one springing from great 
ignorance both of our Constitution and of 
the detailed changes proposed under the 
ARM model. Many of these changes 
appear sinister and insidious to ordinary 
Australians. Blainey is also the only 
person I have known who has pointed out 
how unfair to the British is the proposed 
replacement preamble to the Constitution 
promoted by John Howard. Australians 
will also be voting on November 6th on 
whether or not to accept this preamble. It 
pays tribute to the Aborigines and to the 
migrants who have come to Australia from 
many lands, but includes no acknow- 
ledgment at all to the British, whose 
creation Australia is! Unfortunately, 
Australians may vote to accept that 
preamble! 


UNJUST HANDLING 
OF DEBATE 


In a recent letter sent to The Australian, 
I protested at the injustice of the major 
media and politicians’ handling of the ref- 
erendum debate over the past year or so, 
and argued that the Prime Minister was in 
fact guilty of dereliction of duty in this 
matter; but my letter was not pub-lished. 
Attempts I made to get a fair deal for the 
pro-monarchy position in The Australian 
earlier this year, when I sent a series of 
articles and covering letters to the editor- 
in-chief David Armstrong, were met first 
by a snide put-down and subsequently by 
rude silence, a silence which included a 
mean-spirited refusal to return my MSS to 
me, even though I enclosed stamped and 
self-addressed envelopes! But of course 
The Australian is owned by Rupert 
Murdoch, and Murdoch has, apparently, 
publicly stated on television his deter- 
mination to destroy the British monarchy! 

Or so I was told at the annual New 
Times dinner two days ago by fellow- 
patriot Arthur Tuck. The dinner is 


Republicans in Australia have been quite 

unscrupulous in their efforts to brain- 

wash younger folk, as in this picture. The 

pro-monarchy cause must do much more 
to reach the younger generation. 


organised yearly by the major patriotic 
group in Australia, the Australian League 
of Rights. This year’s was held at the 
Victoria Hotel in Melbourne and the atten- 
dance of about 100 was well down on 
previous years (it also contained few 
people under fifty). Tuck has produced, 
out of his own pocket, a colour video in 
favour of the monarchy which runs for 
twenty minutes and of which 1,800 copies 
have been sold. It focuses particularly on 
the sacred basis of the British and Aus- 
tralian monarchies and on the ceremony 
and ritual of the Coronation Service, then 
secondarily on the capacity of the Crown 
to preserve private and public freedoms. 
Another of the blows suffered by the 
monarchist cause has been the damage 
sustained by the League of Rights. During 
the past year its founder, Eric Butler, and 


-his wife Elma, have both suffered a 


number of strokes, thus removing much of 
their invaluable counsel and guidance at 
this critical stage. Even worse, Butler’s 
successor, David Thompson, who had 
been national director for the last three or 
four years, suddenly resigned in June and 
left the League. The reins have now been 
taken up by Mrs. Betty Luks, of South 
Australia, but she will find it very hard to 
prevent the League from dying on its feet. 

I was unimpressed by the speeches at 
the latest New Times dinner. There was 
too much mutual back-patting, too much 
sentimentality and a very foolish repet- 
ition of the claim that Christianity (and not 
so much the religion itelf as the way it 
was viewed by Social Credit founder 
Major Clifford Douglas) is the only true 
sacred revelation, all the others being 
false. This claim was made by the main 
speaker, Jeremy Lee, a sterling Britisher 
who left Kenya after the Mau Mau 


atrocities and has become an expert 


analyst of the New World Order pro- 


gramme of the internationalists. It is a pity 
that Lee combines such subtlety of 
economic analysis with so much simplistic 
‘old-time’ religion. Beyond doubt, if the 
League cannot rapidly make contact with 
Australian youth, it is doomed. 


FACTORS IN DECLINE OF 
PRO-BRITISH FEELING 


Readers of Spearhead need to grasp the 
unpalatable truth that pro-British sentiment 
in Australia has greatly declined in the last 
forty years or so. In my view this is more 
the result of deliberate management than 
of any natural weakening of ties. For 
decades, money and powerful influence 
have promoted in all areas of national life 
an anti-British line, while patriots have 
found almost no such patronage and pub- 
licity. Also, the failure of the House of 
Windsor to take any part in the pro- 
monarchy campaign has been a further 
disadvantage for monarchists. It is hard to 
campaign for a Throne that seems to make 
no effort to lead and rally. One is 
reminded of the Biblical saying: ‘‘Who 
will gird himself for battle if the trumpet 
gives an uncertain sound?’’ Of course, it 
is argued by some that any intervention by 
the Royal Family would have been fatal 
for the monarchist cause here. Either way, 
perhaps, we would have been damned. 

The Real Republicans were today 
jubilant. They felt that they represented 
the majority of Australians. They were 
confident that the referendum would be 
lost and that a genuine ‘People’s Republic’ 
would be in place within five to ten years. 
They are hoping that, after the referendum 
is lost, the next ALP government will 
organise a plebiscite on the simple basis: 
“‘Do you want a republic with a president 
or the present monarchy?’’ They feel that 
republicans will win hands down. 
Common sense suggests to me that they 
may be partly right, but that they under- 
estimate the power, craftiness and 
duplicity of the internationalists. We may 
end up with a republic that looks what 
they want, but isn’t. 

The East Timor situation has thrown a 
new card on the table, however. After 
over thirty years of security, Australia has 
suddenly bcome a dangerous place in 
which to live. I cannot claim to be deeply 
read on the background to this crisis, but I 
have a strong conviction that our govern- 
ment should never have got itself into the 
position of committing troops to East 
Timor. We should have done everything 
possible to maintain friendship with our 
next-door neighbours, Indonesia. With 
them and New Zealand in alliance, we 
become a strong force for peace and 
security in this region. The present fracas 
looks likely to benefit the internationalists, 

Contd. overleaf 
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the UN and other nations who may wish 
to disturb Indonesian-Australian under- 
standing. Together with fears, rational or 
irrational, about the coming of the new 
millennium, the East Timor crisis may 
cause a conservative vote among the 
undecided 20 per cent of voters. Few 
referenda in Australia’s history, anyway, 
have received a successful ‘Yes’ majority. 


WEAK ARGUMENTS OF THE 
INTERNATIONALISTS 

Let me give a quick pen picture of 
coverage of the referendum campaign in 
this weekend’s Melbourne Age and The 
Australian. Both newspapers editorialise in 
favour of a vote for a republic. The Age 
advises direct election republicans to 
accept the assurance of the leader of the 
Opposition, ALP chief Kim Beazley, that 
they should vote ‘Yes’ since the next ALP 
government will offer direct election of 
the president as an option in a subsequent 
referendum. Phil Cleary and his coll- 
eagues laughed this proposal to scorn 
today. Would establishment politicians, 
empowered by a ‘Yes’ vote, seek to take 
away that power in a second referendum? 
Cleary & Co. regard the proposal as a 
pathetic confidence trick. 

The Australian begins its long editorial 
by stating: ‘“The monarchists have given 
up defending the queen in the republican 
referendum debate now under way.’’ (note 
the small ‘q’!). This, of course, is hypo- 
crisy at its ultimate. There are plenty of 
monarchists who would dearly love to 
publicise all the affirmative arguments in 
favour of the Crown and the Queen; but 
The Australian has deliberately and 
regularly refused to publish our articles! 

The Age has also published a half-page 
news report by one Simon Mann to the 
effect that almost all the Australians in 
Britain are monarchists; but how hard did 
Mr. Mann look? The Australian has a 
malicious cartoon showing monarchist 
John Howard in Her Majesty’s clothes and 
moaning: ‘‘If only they had a ship called 
the Belgrano.’’ This is a dual attack on 
Howard, for it is he who has sent our 
troops to East Timor. 

In The Australian is also another 
malicious anti-patriotic piece by million- 
aire Phillip Adams, a former communist 
and ad-man who is also (usually) a partic- 
ularly fervent philo-semite. Adams labours 
to argue the Real Republicans out of a 
‘No’ stance. He suggests that direct 
election would never produce a president 
of the calibre of the present Governor- 
General, Sir William Deane, or his two 
predecessors, Sir Zelman Cowen and Sir 
Ninian Stephen. Of course, Adams doesn’t 
admit that all three men, like him, are 
internationalists and members of the | 
current Establishment. Sir Zelman Cowen 
is a Jew. Sir Ninian Stephen is a devotee 
of international war crimes tribunals. As 
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for Sir William Deane, Adams waxes 
lyrical about him, claiming he has been 
‘‘the Phar Lap of G-Gs.’’ (Phar Lap was a 
famous Australian racehorse). Says Adams 
of Deane rhapsodically:- 


‘‘Almost everyone acknowledges that 
he’d make a magnificent president. He’s 
been speaking out for (Aboriginal) 
reconciliation, for social justice, for 
human rights, for multi-culturalism, for 
tolerance.” 


A different view of Sir William was 
expressed a couple of years ago by nation- 
alist MP Graeme Campbell, who felt that 
he had compromised his position far more 
than any previous incumbent by making so 
many politically partisan statements and 
speeches. 

‘*Even those who do not regard the 
republic as desirable know very well that 
it is inevitable,’’ adds Adams. This furphy 
has been sedulously pushed by the Estab- 
lishment republicans for eighteen months 
or more; but a lot can change very 
quickly. ‘‘A week is a long time in pol- 
itics,’’ as British premier Harold Wilson 
once said. 


MANAGED DEBATE 


The Australian also publishes a bit more 
of what I have suggested is a managed 
debate on the question of constitutional 
change to a republic. We read Professor 
David Flint, of Australians for Constit- 
utional Monarchy (he is an ‘insider’ who 
is also chairman of the Australian Broad- 
casting Authority and president of the 
Australian Press Council, a watchdog and 
appeals-hearing entity set up by the 
major newspapers themselves!) Flint 


under £10 if an SAE is provided. 


~NEW BNP APPEAL 


Please give generously 


WITH SO MUCH potential for the rapid growth of the British National Party, it is absol- 
‘utely vital that the party gets into place the most efficient administrative team possible. 
We must be able to cope with expansion and new opportunities. 

The administrative weaknesses that arose primarily from the closure, under grotesquely 
unfair council pressure, of the Welling bookshop have handicapped the party for several 
years. A programme designed to overcome these problems is one of the top priorities for 
the party in the last few months of the old century. . 

It is vital that the British National Party enters the new millenium with the admin- 
istrative decks clear. So the decision has been taken to clear the Election Replacement 
Fund and to concentrate all the party's fund-raising efforts on a new appeal. 

_ The Administration Technology Fund has therefore been launched, with a target of 
£6,000. By no means the largest appeal in the BNP’s history, this will pay for all of the 
various things needed to complete the creation of the party’s ‘virtual headquarters’. 

These include extra telephone lines and equipment so that each department of the 

_BNP’s admin-istration can be contacted directly by members and supporters; a state-of- 
the-art digital printing machine which is going to save money and time by bringing the 
production of items such as the new monthly members’ bulletins ‘in-house’; and video 
conferencing equipment which will enable party leaders to see and talk with each other 
during meetings conducted over the Internet, thereby improving internal communications 
as well as saving huge amounts of travelling and telephone time. 

Members and supporters who want to help the BNP build the most modern and cost- 
effective administrative machine ever posessed by a British nationalist organisation are 
asked to send as much as possible, as quickly as possible, to The Secretary, PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please make cheques/POs payable to ‘British National 
Party’ and cross them ‘Admin Technology Fund’. Thank you. 

In order to save time and money, acknowledgements will only be sent for amounts 


major newspapers themselves!). Flint 
produces what look like some sound 
warnings against the small print of the 
ARM model, but how dry as dust it all is! 
This enables Paul Kelly, international 
editor of The Australian, to reply, inter 
alia:- 


‘*The monarchists, incredibly, have 
given up defending the monarchy and 
base their entire campaign on scares and 
distortions about the proposed republican 
model... There is not one paragraph, 
sentence or line that defends the 
monarchy. We should not be surprised. 
Australians see the monarchy with an 
uncomprehending mind and unsym- 
pathetic heart.’’ 


I asked one of the Real Republican 
leaders today (I think it was Mack) 
whether he was aware that much of the 
monarchist case had been deliberately 
withheld from the major forums. He said 
he was not, and seemed surprised at my 
claim. I then pointed out the absence of 
article space and lack of committee 
positions allocated to the Australian 
Monarchists and the League of Rights. 

There is a chance that if the republicans 
lose this referendum the Australian people 
can be encouraged to think again about the 
attack on the monarchy in view of the 
striking duplicity of Establishment 
forces during the present campaign. 
What is it that the 1,100-year-old 
monarchy has got, which the Real Repub- 
licans haven’t got, which results in the 
Establishment silencing proper present- 
ation of the monarchist case? There is no 
doubt in my mind which of the two camps 
the internationalist Establishment most 
fears! 


Is rock music white music? 


Within the nationalist movement in 
Britain, and the British National Party in 
particular, there has been some contro- 
versy with regard to the acceptability of 
‘rock’ music as a culture form for white 
people. Here we print a contribution to 
the debate. We are aware that not all 
readers will agree with what the writer 
says. 


IT IS a pure red herring to argue, as 
some people have attempted to do, that 
““you can’t tell people what they may or 
may not do.’’ The current debate on 
music has nothing to do with that. It is 
about whether or not the BNP should 
actively promote a certain type of 
music. To say that it should not do so is 
not to tell people what they should like 
or do in their own privacy. 

| believe that we would be failing in 
our duty if, as a party of Britih nation- 
alism, we did not tell those we seek to 
recruit exactly what being a British 
Nationalist should mean. For instance, 
we are not deterred from telling them, 
as and when the need arises, that a 
British Nationalist should not marry or 
engage in sexual relations with Blacks. 
In similar vein, we should feel perfectly 
justified in telling the same people that 
we oppose the promotion of the black 
man’s culture at the expense of the 
white man’s culture. 

Is that telling people what they may 
or may not do? Certainly not. People 
are free to make their own choice. They 
can either be British Nationalists (by our 
definition) or they can be something 
else. They are free to decide for 
themselves. 

Rock'n roll music is of negro origin, 
but it has been exploited by the con- 
trollers of the popular music industry 
(many of whom are Jewish) for the 
purpose of abolishing excellence in 
music and stimulating primitive 
instincts. It is in the idiom of liberalism 
and multi-racialism, and it is symbolic of 
the world of drugs and voodoo. In fact, 
it has been described as voodoo’s 
modern equivalent. 

Recordings of certain rock bands 
have had harmful subliminal reverse 
messages superimposed upon them so 
as to brainwash the listener. The 
principle is that when a command is 
heard in reverse it is pure nonsense to 
the listener’s conscious mind, but his 
subconscious mind can interpret it 
correctly, and without realising it he is 
made to obey the command, as though 
under hypnosis. 


EVERLASTING JUNGLE BEAT 
Negroid music, whether or not played by Whites, is a constant presence in the lives of 
young people in white countries. The words on the tee-shirt of the disc-jockey here are a 
giveaway. They demonstrate that the music has a political purpose. 
a nN On 


A lecture-cum-demonstration of this 
took place at the home of the editor of 
Candour magazine a few years ago. 

The spaker, an Italian, produced CDs by 
a number of well-known rock bands and 
played them forwards, and then back- 
wards, to his audience. Played 
forwards, the music gave no rise to 


_ suspicion, but when it was played 


backwards the superimposed messages 
were clearly heard. One of them, for 
instance, contained the command: 
‘Consider smoking marijuana.’’ Another 
contained the words: “‘I’m dancing with 
Mr. D,’’ Mr. D. being intended to mean 
the Devil, and the message being 
intended to promote Devil-worship. 


TYR SERVICES 


Now what do we know about the 
recording of CDs promoted by Tyr 
Services? What guarantee is there that 
the producers of these CDs are not 
secret enemies of British Nationalism? 
Have there been any checks on this? — 
because there should be! 

Suppose, while BNP members and 
potential members listen to Tyr 
Services’ CDs, they consciously hear 


' words fully in keéping with British 


Nationalist sentiments, while their sub- 
conscious minds are assimilating 


reverse messages such as: ‘Destroy 
the BNP”’ or ‘‘Destroy Britain.’’ 
Consider what might be the effect. This 
possibility should be looked into. 

The appeal of rock music to its 
adherents lies principally in its barbaric 
and uncivilised nature, and it is there- 
fore the sort of thing the BNP should 
not touch with a barge pole. The BNP 
should aim solely to promote excellence 
— in music as in everything else, and 
rock music represents everything that is 
the very opposite of excellence. 

Giving a rock CD ostensibly nation- 
alistic words cannot compensate for its 
adverse effects in other ways. It is 
sailing much too near the wind for any 
such attempt at crossing bridges to be 
acceptable, although | must say that for 
my part have | failed to distinguish any 
words at all, whether British Nationalist 
or otherwise, in the CDs from Tyr 
Services that | have heard. There was a 
singer, certainly, but his voice sounded 
to me just like that of a negro. If it 
wasn't, it was an expert imitation! 

There might be arguments in favour 
of the BNP promoting various things 
outside pure political activity, but so far 
it seems to be largely rock ‘n roll that 
has been promoted in this way. That _ 

Contd: overleaf 
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fact gives rise to suspicion. Why rock 
‘n roll? Why not promote traditional 
English, Scottish, Welsh or Ulster folk 
music? Why not Shakespeare? Why not 
start an amateur dramatics or operatic 
section? 

The answer | know | will get is that 
the latter things don’t bring in cash, but 
my response to that is: If it were 
possible, legally, to raise huge funds for 
the BNP by peddling drugs or porno- 
graphy, should we do it? | trust the 
answer would be a resounding No! But | 
see no difference in principle between 
those things and promoting rock’n’ roll! 


FALLACY ABOUT THE YOUNG 


The supposition that we can only 
recruit young people by pandering to 
the tastes of ones who are trapped in 
the rock’n roll cult is surely a fallacy. 
For one thing, it means looking to the 
wrong kinds of young people to recruit, 
and for another it is a mistake to 
assume that all young people are 
incurable rock fans. Some indulge in 
rock simply and solely because it is the 
easiest, if not the only, route to social 
contact with the opposite sex. Many 
also do so because they have never 
been offered anything else in the way 
of worthy alternatives. All this is mainly 
thanks to those who are in control of 
the entertainment world. 

| know there are plenty of young folk 
who enjoy rea/ white people’s music, 
for example British and European pre- 
jazz popular music of the kind one hears 
from fairground organs, or the sort of 
music to which the Morris dancers 
perform (even if the dance movements 
are not to everyone’s liking). There is a 
band called the ‘Green Willow Band’. 
This band has recorded its repertoire of 
‘Cotswold Music’, which is very tuneful 
and catchy. Unlike rock’n roll, it is 
essentially the music of the white man.. 
It is also both British and traditional. 

At the other end of the scale, you 
have some of the compositions of 
Grieg, Wagner, Borodin and Vaughan 
Williams. The list is endless. In my 
opinion, these are the kinds of music 
the BNP should be promoting. It is 
music that everyone can catch onto, 
young and old. 

We just do not need rock’n roll, 
which is being foisted on the youth of 
today by those who are aiming to 
destroy everything that is British and 
white. 

| would personally favour the BNP 
trying to wean the young off rock’n roll, 
while encouraging all British music- 
writers to develop a healthy new 
tradition of music in the British idiom — 
or certainly the idiom of the white man. 
It could be popularised by the BNP. 

How about it? 
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Readers will recall that in the run- 
up to the British National Party 
leadership election in September 
some strong views on this issue were 
expressed in Spearhead — just as 
were also expressed from the oppo- 
site standpoint in other publications. 

However, once the election was 
over and BNP members had made 
their choice, the position taken by 
Spearhead was that the fighting 
should stop and that all in the party 
should reunite and go forward 
together. This was stated clearly by 
editor John Tyndall on page four of 
last month’s issue. It remains our 
magazine’s policy. 

There is, however, one qualif- 
ication. If things are said in other 
publications which we believe con- 
stitute unfair attacks on, or criticisms 
of, the previous BNP leadership or 
administration which warrant replies, 
those replies will be given in these 
columns. 

In the October issue of the BNP’s 
paper British Nationalist (editor Tony 
Lecomber) it is stated in a fund 
appeal that ‘the new party leadership 
has discovered that the party is even 
more hard up than previously 
thought.’ This might be taken by 
some readers to imply that there 
should have been more in BNP funds 
than there was. The fact is that 
around late September of every year 
much more money is going out of the 
party’s coffers than is coming in. This 
is because of the big reduction in 
income from subscription renewals, 
which normally come in in the early — 
months of the year, and because re- 
newals for the following year are not 
yet arriving. This customary Autumn 
cash-flow problem has normally been 
relieved not long afterwards by the 
party’s Annual Rally, which always 
generates a good collection. 

Figures for the party’s current 
account bank balances over the past 
eight years establish that the balance 
at the end of September 1999 was 
higher than usual for that time of the 
year — excepting 1993 and 1994, 
when the BNP had recently benefited 
from a substantial legacy from a 
deceased member, and 1998, when 
money had started to flow into the 
Euro Election Fund. This was despite 
the enormous expenditure of the 
recent Euro Election itself, which far 
exceeeded money raised through the 
Euro Election Fund. 

Elsewhere in the October BV it is 


Spearhead and the BNP 


stated that ‘’the previous adminis- 
tration has not organised the party’s 
October/November Annual Rally or 
indeed made any preparation what- 
soever.”’ As a result, the report con- 
tinues, ‘‘there is little alternative but 
to postpone the Annual Rally for this 
year since it is not a practical propos- 
ition to organise this major event at 
such short notice.” 

The facts concerning this matter 
are that, following the Euro Election 
in June, the normal running of the 
BNP came virtually to a halt as all 
time and efforts (on both sides) were 
concentrated on the coming internal 
leadership election. Also, pending the 
latter, it was very difficult to make 
forward plans for anything in view of 
the uncertainty hanging over the 
party’s future development. Follow- 
ing discussions on the rally between 
the then BNP leader John Tyndall and 
then National Organiser Richard 
Edmonds, it was decided to make no 
plans concerning this event until the 
leadership contest was over and it 
was known exactly where the party 
was going. However, as the ann- 
ouncement of the result of this 
contest was scheduled for the last 
week in September, it was agreed 
that there would be nothing to stop a 
rally then being organised for the 
second half of November (last year’s 
rally took place on the 29th 
November). 

We do not therefore believe it was 
ever necessary to cancel or postpone 
the party’s customary Annual Rally 
this year. 

On another matter, we have to 
express regret over an item in BN in 
which disparaging remarks are made 
against certain former party officers 
who in their time have rendered 
sterling services to the BNP but 
committed the crime of being on the 
‘wrong side’ in the recent leadership 
dispute. We do not feel that these 
remarks help very much in the 
healing process which Mr. Tyndall 
stated last month should now be the 
party’s objective. 

Finally, we note that British Nat- 
ionalist has withdrawn its customary 
advertisement for Spearhead. This, 
again, does not seem helpful to the 
healing process. This gesture will not 
be reciprocated; Spearhead will con- 
tinue to print its advert for BV (see 
page 25). The party, as stated in Mr. 
Tyndall’s declaration last month, 
comes before all else. 


NATIONALISM AND 
THE FREE MARKET 


MATTHEW JOHNSON, Ph.D., explains how 
economic liberty has extended far beyond 
the intention of its original champions 


Reproduced with acknowledgements to The 
Nationalist Times, obtainable from PO Box 
426, Allison Park, Pensylvania 15101, U.S.A. 


WHAT has become a point of contention within 
nationalism and traditionalism is the moral status 
of the free market, and the distinctions between 
the free market and capitalism. Indeed the two 
have little in common. The confusion between 
the two damages the public discourse in 
economic matters, and allows the captains of 
industry to steal the mantle of Smith and Locke, 
a mantle they do not deserve. 

Simply put, the classic description of the free 
market, the one put forward by Smith specifically, 
is a series of small capital holders, freely — that is 
without state interference — contracting among 
customers and employers. The holders of capital 
cannot be large enough to dominate others, for that 
would create a market that was not free but highly 
distorted. This is the market’s first element. 

The concept of competition is the second 
element, and is the key idea for moral theory, for 
indeed the market makes little sense without it. 
Competition ensures the market’s freedom and lack 
of distortion, in that poor performance by capital, 
under a game of complete (or at least sufficient) 
knowledge, leads to its transferrence to a higher 
standard, in other words a new owner. The highest 
form of capital performance is the standard to 
which the other holders of capital must adapt. 

The third element is market equilibrium, where, 
on the one hand, holders of capital see a return on 


their capital, and, on the other, consumers are. 


willing to contribute to that overage, or to the return 
over and above the gross worth of capital. In other 
words, people are willing to pay. 


COMMUNITY STANDARD 

Equilibrium is the stability of capital (supply) and 
demand in a community. with the community itself, 
according to its desire, setting the standard, or at 
least responding positively to the standard that has 
been set. One must say — one who is a keen 
observer of western society — that this theoretical 
picture is far from reality. In theory, however, the 
market is legitimised by small holdings of capital, 
competition among these leading eventually to 
market equilibrium.. 

Capitalism, a word first coined by Marx, literally 
means the “‘rule of capital.’’ Capitalism was a 
pejorative — one ironically adopted by defenders of 
some version of the free market, defenders of the 
market with little sense of. their own legitimising 
theory. What is the status of capital? By capital, of 


course, I do not mean merely commodity capital, 
even though this is the easiest to envisage, but that 
which produces the goods and services that make us 
the sum total of the economic life of society, 
barring government-enforced monopolies. 


Modern capitalism is inherently unstable, producing continual stock market panics like the 


tration of capital, layers of bureaucracy, the limit- 
ation of the unspoken moral barriers intrinsic to 
Classical liberal theory, the power of advertising, 
and the drive to capture market share, all have 
invalidated the assumptions inherent in the ‘invisible 
hand’ theory of Smith and the legitimising idea 
behind the market. 


CAPITAL A LAW UNTO ITSELF 


Capital, especially in the virtual world of post- 
modernity, is not something essentially a part of the 
market, but is something that exists in its own right, 
creating its own markets rather than satisfying 
objective human needs. For natural law theory, 
economics, in order to be reducible to the moral 
postulates inherent in creation, must base itself 
solely upon objective, in other words natural 


one shown on the news-stand here. These panics rarely have anything to do with the 
strength or otherwise of the real forces of production. 


The status of capital in this current period of 
advanced economic development bears little resem- 
blance to that envisioned by Lock or Smith. Not 
only is the small hclder of capital an endangered 
species, but the moral standard by which capital 
was to behave — part of that taken for granted by 
classical liberalism and not related to the theory of 
the ‘invisible hand’ — no longer exists. For Smith, 
Capital was not to depart too far from its owners, as 
small holdings of capital of course would not. 

If it did, it is easy to see how the invisible hand 
would fail, as layers of bureaucracy create barriers 
between capital and the market. Such a situation, 
apparent today, takes the market and turns it into an 
oligarchy. Capital, that is, takes on a life of its 
own, a life separate from the market it is supposed 
to serve, and begins to set its own agenda. The free 
market is, through centralisation and bureaucrat- 
isation, tranformed into the rule of capital, or 
capitalism. 

The argument in brief is that, keeping the moral 
theory of classical liberalism in mind, the concen- 


human needs. 

The peversion of capital has been severalfold: 
first, capital that has successfully defeated its 
competition tends to absorb it, that is capital has an - 
inherent tendency to centralise, limiting competition 
and market entry; second, capital, through advert- 
ising, has found that it need not appeal to humanity 
as it is, in its objective state of need, but can create 
and recreate humanity to suit its own ends, that is 
the interests capital has created for itself, by itself. 

Third, the European morality implicit within 
Locke and Smith, and which created a moral back- 
drop for the economic actions of citizens, no longer 
exists. Put simply, concentrated capital has found it 
easier to appeal to the base drives of consumers 
rather than to their reason, a method effective to the 
point of ghastliness because, when the passions of 
consumers are manipulated, there is no_inter- 
mediary, in that passions demand immediate 
consent. The result has been that the true engine of 
the modern moral revolution in western societies, 

Contd. overleaf 
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namely the conservative vision of classical liberal 
economics, has been replaced by the suit-and-tie 
radical using the sexual revolution and its appeal to 
the basest elements of humanity to maintain 
consumer demand. 

What is more, concentrated capital has itself, as 
James Burnham wrote several decades ago, taken 
on the appearance of a bureaucratised régime, a 
sort of mini-state in its own right. As capital leaves 
the venue of the market and grows to have interests 
intrinsic to itself, and, further, grows to the point at 
which an ‘owner’ is an irrelevant term, capital, and 
the power it can marshal, is effectively run by 
managers, namely those who are not susceptible to 
the ‘invisible hand’, while at the same time are not 
‘workers’ in the traditional sense, for they produce 
nothing. These managers, as Burnham and Chris- 
topher Lasch have written, are the new ruling class 
of western societies. 

This sort of development is significant to moral 
theory for several reasons. It is indeed a strong 
argument for natural law, in that once an aspect of 
social organisation (in this case economics) departs 
from its original course, that is serving objective 
needs, it turns quickly into tyranny, alienation and 
absurdity. Secondly, the managerial class has been 
largely the cause of the elimination of a vocabulary 
of a ‘civic virtue’ in contemporary political cultures. 
This is a factor curiously missing from Michael 
Sandel’s recent work. 


ALIENATED FROM THE NATION 


Simply put, as capital departs further away from 
the community it was originally designed to serve, 
its interests in it become more strained. The only 
interest that remains is one of profit. As capital 
becomes transnational, it loses interest even in the 
country that gave it birth. Capital becomes alienated 
from the market, from the nation and from its 
original purpose. It becomes a perversion of its 
former self, and, as a result, the idea of ‘econ- 
omics’ comes to its fullness, and with it ‘economic 
man’. 

This sort of severe alienation brings with it a 
gradual decrease in the idea of civic virtue. Within 
a specific community, small holders of capital are 
an organic part of it. People and institutions are of 
the most immediate interests of small concentrations 
of capital, for its very return depends on their civic 
health. The destruction of the community means the 
destruction of business. 

Furthermore, the non-quantitative ties small 
business forms within a certain comunity reinforces 
this interest, and creates a strong backbone for the 
moral health of the community. Conversely, as 
capital grows larger, its increasing mobility, need 
for specialised personnel and a large geographic 
market force this interest out of the economic 
picture, leaving profit as an abstract relation to 
itself. As a result, communities suffer increasing 
moral and economic decay. 

The holding of property is clearly a moral 
imperative for the strength of communal ties in that 
it forces the holder, all other things being equal, to 
take an active interest in the health of the comm- 
unity. 

Hilaire Belloc and G.K. Chesterton, among 
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others, have attempted to maintain the moral 
features of private property while severing this 
from the evils of capitalism. Distributism forms the 
vanguard of the Christian ‘Third Way’ against both 
socialism and capitalism. 

Both alternatives — marxism and advanced capit- 
alism — are markedly similar to one another. Both 
find their roots in the ‘Enlightenment’ and its idea 
that increasing material production is a means 
whereby man can release himself from the bondage 
of nature. They are both materialist, at least explic- 
itly, and measure success or failure in the level of 
production and its distribution. Further, they are 
both enemies of the natural law school, for they see 
man as the creator — or recreator — of all things. 
They both lead to tremendous concentrations of cap- 
ital and social power. Socialism is, at its root, and 
regardless of the more ‘humane’ period of Marx’s 
work, the supreme ideology of élite con-trol, as 
only the social planners in a tightly organised, 
centralised state decide upon the level and purpose 
of production. Eventually, though much more 
subtly, capitalism takes on the same character. 


PLACING COMMUNITY 
INTERESTS FIRST 


What is meant by ‘distributism’? Little discussed 
today, this idea was marked by the strong tradit- 
ionalism of its proponents. Seeing the tendencies of 
concentrated capital — whether in the hands of the 
state or private investors — to disintegrate moral 
communities, distributism sought a third alternative. 
This alternative was to maintain itself squarely 
within the realm of natural law and Christian 
morality. It centred itself around the mass expansion 
of property holdings. Belloc, for example, sought 
differential rates on capital transfer taxation (or 
capital gains taxes, as we call them today), weighed 
much higher on the smaller being taken by the 
larger, but nearly non-existent in the reverse. In 
other words, small holdings were to be encouraged. 

Further, distributism sought to regenerate the 
medieval idea of the guild. let us not confuse this 
with the modern idea of the union. The guild, as 
both Christopher Dawson and Belloc championed, 
was a qualitative institution, while the union is 
merely quantitative. The guild sought to foster the 
virtues inherent in quality craftsmanship, as well as 


the virtues necessary for moral citizenship. 


The guild sought financial protection for labour 
(in setting prices, for example), as well as the less 
measurable aspects of economic life, namely one 
intrinsically united to a life of Christian culture and 
community spirit. Finally, distributism sought the 
re-creation of the small community as the locus of 
production and culture, rather than the mega-cities, 
whose primary function in the modern world has 
been the elimination of community and any spirit of 
brotherhood among workers. 

For this school, the inner workings of economic 
life were something to be worked out by each 
community, responding to its specific needs of the 
moment as well as the character of the people 
involved. This school of economic thought, in 
short, seeks the re-ordering of civic life by rejoining 
culture, civics and economics as complementary 
institutions, not as separate and often hostile forces. 

This division of power is something that the 
modern follower of Michael Novak and others need 
to approach, that is community life as an organic 
process of development, not, as the modern mind 
sees it, as a series of forces, that maintain their 
distinctiveness. The areas of culture, religion, 
civics, morality and economics and consumption are 
elements of a healthy society, not separate entities 
or forces seeking primacy over one another. 

In short, distributism has as yet to receive a 
hearing. It is the expression of the natural law in 
economic life in that it views economics as having 
a moral significance, embedding individuals to the 
community they have a natural responsibility to 
protect. The public policy of the distributist school 
is a restructuring of the tax code, as well as other 
incentives, to facilitate the dismantling of large 
capital holdings in favour of small holdings, and to 
recreate the structure of community life with the 
widest possible distribution of private property and 
a re-emphasis on virtue as an important variable in 
economics. 

It is a rejection of the cult of efficiency, claiming 
that economics, to the extent it is to serve the com- 
munity of which it is a part, cannot be motivated by 
efficiency alone, but also by the other, forgotten, 
dimensions of civic life. 


Dr. Johnson is the editor of International 
Counter-Revolution, the web address of which 
iwww.angelfire.com/mb/johnsoncomm/index. 
html. 


News from the asylum 


FAVOURITE for this year’s Turner art 
prize is a work by Tracey Emin. The theme? 
An unmade bed surrounded by contra- 
ceptives and soiled underwear. 


* * * 


HUNDREDS of asylum-seekers and illegal 
immigrants are receiving a free home shopping 
service, with groceries delivered to their door 
at the taxpayers’ expense. 

The scheme is being operated by the 
Kensington & Chelsea borough of London. It 
entitles its beneficiaries to £28 worth of 
goods every week and costs the local authority 
more than £700,000 a year. 


* * * 


IN THE MEANTIME, a hospice in York has 
been refused a £1 million lottery grant while 
gypsies living nearby are to get £183,000 to 
run an advice and support centre. Apparently, 
even some of the gypsies themselves think this 
is ridiculous. , 


* * * 


THE PROBATION SERVICE has just 
allocated £5,000 to enable seven disruptive 
black Nottingham schoolboys to have a 
holiday in Jamaica in order that they may 
discover their ‘cultural roots’. Some people 
might welcome this but for the fact that the 
money covers return tickets! 


LIBERALS STUMBLE INTO REALITY 


ANDREW BOWER cites a case in which the facts 
of human biology demolish egalitarian theory 


A NEWS ITEM appeared recently on 
regional television that removed at a 
single stroke a central tenet of the 
liberal-egalitarian consensus. It was 
reported that the Birmingham Health 
Authority had appealed for more 
members of the ethnic minorities to 
volunteer as organ donors. 

Apparently, it had ben discovered that 
a transplant operation has a greater 
chance of success if the donor and 
recipient are of the same race; that is to 
say, the organs of Blacks, Asians and 
Whites are not interchangeable if the 
patient is to be given the best chance of 
recovery. 

As racial nationalists, we can hardly 
greet this as any great revelation; we 
have always recognised the existence of 
inherent racial differences; but to hear 
the medical Establishment make an 
admission of the same facts will come as 
a surprise to the many viewers indoc- 
trinated’by a diet of ‘we’ re-all-the-same- 
under-the-skin’ multi-racial propaganda. 

Unfortunately, the broadcasting of the 
Health Authority’s appeal is unlikely to 
be indicative of a ‘Road-to-Damascus’ 
conversion by the media to the cause of 
racial awareness, but it does demonstrate 
the enormous pressures that reality can 
exert upon those who have for so long 
lived in a liberal-egalitarian fantasy land. 

One can imagine the dilemma that 
faced the controllers at BBC Pebble 
Mill. On the one hand they were duty- 
bound to help those members of the 
ethnic minorities seeking organs for 
transplant by highlighting the need for 
racial compatibility between donors and 
recipients; but on the other they would 
be forced to concede that, although we 
are all, of course, created equally, black 
people’s body parts are, er..., not the 
same as white people’s! 


Frenzy over ‘racist’ donor 


In fact, the timing of this little gem is 
particularly apposite. There was a 
national outcry in the press in July when 
a Sheffield hospital had agreed to the 
request of a dying white man that his 
heart and other organs were not to be 
donated to a Black or Asian. Predict- 
ably, screams of ‘racism’ and ‘health 
apartheid’ followed the reporting of this 
awful development! 


But why on earth should there be such 
a furore? Assuming the policy of Birm- 
ingham Health Authority is followed by 
other authorities across the country, then 
it is clear that hospitals, including the 
one in Sheffield, are obliged to discrim- 
inate as a matter of sound medical 
common sense when apportioning bodily 
bits and bobs for transplants. The vatient 
who wished his organs only to go to 
someone of his own race was merely 
doing the hospital authorities’ job for 
them. 

The saga of liberals being forced to 
face harsh realities continues in the 
sphere of education. This time, a 
national news report pondered the case 
of unruly pupils who have been excluded 


This picture from a school showing 
apparent ‘racial harmony’ masks the 


fact that five times as many black 


pupils are likely to be suspended for 
misconduct as Whites. 


from schools and the effect this has on 
their education. It emerged from a 
survey that black boys are five times 
more likely to be suspended or expelled 
than their white counterparts. And in a 
refreshing departure from the past no 
excuse was offered by an education 
official. Instead of blaming ‘racism’, 
‘underprivlege’, ad nauseam, she merely 
confessed that she had no explanation at 
all! 

The Race Relations laws forbid this 
writer from making his own attempt at 
such an explanation but, suffice to say, 
here again we have another example of 
racial realities manifesting themselves in 


such ways that liberals are forced to 
confront events which contradict their 
own bigoted outlook. 


Career pressures suppress truth 
Doubtless, there is an increasing 
number of people in professional occu- 
pations who are becoming enlightened to 
these realities, but it would be unrealistic 
of us to expect influential professionals 
to agitate government into recognition of 
what they have — somewhat belatedly — 
begun to see for themselves. Fear of the 
loss of one’s job, or at least the 
sacrifice of promotion prospects, will in 
most cases quickly put a stop to any 
thought of mentioning the unmen- 
tionable. 


It is therefore left to us, members and 
supporters of the British National Party, 
to be the lone voices disseminating what 
we know to be the truth. The proof of 
racial incompatibility provided by the 
medical profession has handed us an 
invauable weapon in our fight against the 
insanities of multi-racialism. Let’s use it. 
The more the idea of racial differences 
gains currency, the less likely it will be 
for people to dismiss organised oppo- 
nents of multi-racialism as extremist 
cranks. 

As events unfold, more examples of 
the same racial differences will manifest 
themselves to the public in ways that can 
no longer be explained away with the 
usual liberal platitudes. And it is when 
the public begin to ask questions which 
the Old Order cannot (or will not) 
answer that they will turn to those who 
can. 
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Part 1 


THE BALTIC STATES are three small 
countries between Finland, Russia, and 
Poland: they are Estonia, Latvia, and 
Lithuania. Together, they are about the size of 
England and Wales. If you travelled from 
Carlisle, near the Scottish border, to 
Southampton on The Solent, you would be 
travelling about the same distance that | 
travelled from Tallinn, the capital of Estonia, 
via Riga, the capital of Latvia, to Vilnius, the 
capital of Lithuania. 

In two of these countries, Latvia and 
Lithuania, people speak Indo-European lan- 
guages; in Estonia, they speak a non-Indo- 
European language which is similar to Finnish. 

The origins of the Indo-European race are 
lost in prehistory; it has left no documents 
and no identifiable archaeological remains. 
The only clue is language. Linguists have 
examined all available Indo-European _lan- 
guages and collated the words that are similar 
in most of them. Setting aside words that are 
too common to be useful (like mother and 
daughter) they have found two other words 
that give a clue as to the origins of the 
Indo-European race: birth and salmon. A 
search has been made for an area that 
contains, and has contained as far as records 
show, birch trees and salmon, and the area 
identified is Latvia — the original home of the 
Indo-European race. 


PROLIFERATION OF RACE 


It is assumed that there was a population 
explosion at some unknown time B.C. The 
result was an enormous proliferation of this 
race north, west, south, and east. It spread 
north to Scandinavia, west to the rest of 
Europe, south to Turkey, Persia, and Northern 
India (wherefore the name, Indo-European), 
and east to the borders of China. Later 


migrations of Indo-European people extended, 


in British, French, Dutch, Spanish, and 
Portuguese colonial times, to North and South 
America, Australasia, India and various parts 
of Africa. 

Knudtzon, in Der Sprache der Hithiter 
(1902), identified the Hittite language as 
being basically Indo-European, which was 
confirmed by the Czech philologist, Hrozny, 
thirteen years later in 1915. This means that 
the Indo-European people had reached central 
Turkey from their home in the Baltic States by 
2000 B.C. 

The area was known to the Classical World 
by a strange product that was carried by 
merchants down the waterways of Eastern 
Europe to Greece. It was like a stone, but 
wasn’t a stone; it had dead insects trapped in 
it (which gave rise to some weird theories 
about the life-cycle of insects); if rubbed on 
cloth it had the peculiar ability to attract little 
pieces of material to it. The Greeks called it 
edextpov (electron), which gave the 
world the word electricity. This substance 
was amber, and fetched high prices in Medit- 
erranean countries. 

Amber is pine resin which has_ been 
immersed in water, and, as far as | know, is 
found only on the shores of the Baltic Sea 
along the coast of Estonia. The insects are 
trapped while the resin is still liquid; then 
either the resin drops from the tree into the 
water or the whole tree falls in, and amber is 
formed. 
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Some 
impressions 
of the Baltic 

States 


A two-part journey 
through history and 
politics hy 
Dr. DONALD STEVENS 


The area of the Baltic States only became 
known with the coming of Christianity. Christ- 
ianity, being a ‘religion of the book’ (like 
Islam), requires some degree of literacy in its 
followers: the Bible is intended to be read and 
studied. Therefore, a prerequisite of Christ- 
ianity is a written language, and one of the 
first tasks of missionary activity is to translate 
the Bible into the language of the people. 
Where there is no written language, the miss- 
ionary has to reduce the spoken language to 
writing." 

Two Greek monks, Cyril and Methodius, 
were the first missionaries to the Slavs. Their 
first task was to create an alphabet for the 


Slavs’ language. They adapted this from 
Greek and added new : ; 


letters of their own inven- 
tion for sounds which did 
not occur in Greek. This 
created the Cyrillic alpha- 
bet (named after Cyril), 
used ever since in Eastern 
Europe. It is one of the 
many ironies of history 
that Stalin’s decrees for 
the extermination of 
Christianity were written 
in an alphabet invented 
by a Christian missionary. 

The alphabet is a 
means of identification of . 
the religion of an area of 
Eastern Europe: where 
the Cyrillic alphabet is 
found, the religion is 
Russian Orthodox; where 
the Latin alphabet is used, 
the religion is Catholic,. 
and later Protestant — 
variants of Christianity 
that came from Western 
Europe. The Baltic States 
use the Latin alphabet, as 
they were Christianised 
from the West. 


INFLUENCE OF 
CRUSADERS 

It was crusaders who 
brought Christianiy to the 
Baltic States. We tend to 


think of crusades in Southern Europe, 
Palestine or Spain, and general history 
books tend to ignore the northern crusades 
of the Teutonic Knghts (so-called because 
most of them came from Germany, unlike 
the southern crusades, which mainly 
comprised French and English). 

In the anti-Christian age in which we live, 
all the atrocities (real and imaginary) by 
Christian knights are stressed, while 
atrocities (often too horrific to be included 
in school textbooks) by anyone else are 
ignored. The Teutonic Knights are 
sometimes unjustly described as_ brutal 
barbarians. They were tough men; they had 
to be. In Southern Europe the prime enemy 
was heat; in the Baltic States the Teutonic 
Knights had to contend with high temper- 
atures in summer, and ice, snow and 
blizzards in winter. But they were not 
barbarians. 

The pagan enemies were the Letts and 
Lits, which gave their names to Latvia and 
Lithuania respectively. The Teutonic 
Knights hammered them into subjection, 
and when they had finished it was a great 
relief to all. Thumping people on the head 
with a mace or chopping bits off them with 
a sword is not the ideal way to convert 
them to Christianity. Nevertheless, the 
mace and sword method can be very 
effective, at least on the surface, and 
history provides undeniable evidence that it 
can cause the radical change required by 
Christianity which is called conversion. 

The benefits to the pagan people of the 
Baltic States were fourfold: peace; a firm 
and stable government enforcing law and 
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practices and the arbitrary and often unjust 
rule of witch-doctors; and the introduction 
of music, art and literature — especially 
music, for here was the foundation of the 
great midsummer singing festivals of the 
Baltic countries that attract 20,000 people 
or more, which even Stalin could not ban. 

| found the present-day attitude to the 
Teutonic Knights ambivalent. On the one 
hand, they were foreign conquerers; on the 
other, they were the bringers of civilisation. 
In Latvia | was shown a field which had 
nothing special about it except that it was 
larger than normal; but it was here that the 
native Letts had beaten the Teutonic 
Knights. From the guide’s attitude, | sus- 
pect that it was the only time they ever did. 
The same guide attempted to show, with 
pride, the tomb of the last commander of 
the Teutonic Knights before the order was 
dissolved. Unfortunately the church was 
inaccessible. 


TALLINN 


In Tallinn, by far the most interesting of 
the three capitals, we were taken on a tour 
of the Old Town on the top of a hill. There 
the guide pointed out Short Leg Street and 
Long Leg Street, the one making a long 
bend before joining the other, which made 
a short bend. We were told that children in 
school — and sometimes tourists — 
thought that people with short legs lived in 
Short Leg Street and people with long legs 
in Long Leg Street. It was a novel social 
grouping to me, and if the present govern- 
ment in Britain was not so obsessed with 
race it is an idea that might well commend 
itself to its level of intellect; the Comm- 
ission for Racial Equality could be trans- 
formed into the Commission for Equality of 
Legs, with arbitrary powers of search and 
arrest. No doubt a good deal of embarr- 
assment would ensue, but a CEL would 
undoubtedly do less harm than the CRE! 

The inhabitants of a small state always 
live in danger of being taken over by a 
neighbouring larger state. This has 
happened many times in the history of the 
Baltic States. One of the early ‘takeover 
bids’ was by Denmark. 


Nowadays, Denmark is rarely thought of 


as an empire, but England had a famous 
Danish King, Canute, whose empire also 
contained not only Denmark but Norway. 
However, when the north had settled down 
after the Viking Vo/kwanderung Denmark 
tended to turn eastward, with the tradit- 
ional aim of the Scandinavian nations of 
controlling the Baltic Sea. This led to the 
invasion of Estonia and the occupation of 
its capital Tallinn (formerly known as 
Reval). 

The centre of Tallinn is a hill, which now 
constitutes the Old Town. Legend has it 
that the giant Kalipoeg and his bride came 
in by sleigh in winter time (probably from 
Russia) to the site of Tallinn, and were so 
enchanted by the place that they decided to 
make their home there (dwellers in warmer 


climes would find this rather surprising). 


Unfortunately, Kalipoeg died soon after- 
wards, and his grieving wife made a huge 
cairn over his body, which is the hill on 
which the Old Town is built. She also wept 
so much that her tears ran down and 


formed a lake on the outskirts of the city, 
which you can see from the bus that takes 
you from the airport to your hotel. 

To return to the more solid facts of 
history, the Danes came by sea and 
stormed inland to take the hill of Tallinn. 
The Estonians, however, were attacking 
strongly from below. To make matters 
worse, a furious storm was raging at the 
time, with thunder and lightning in the skies 
duplicating the earthly battle. At one point, 
there were two flashes of lightning, one 
horizontal across the sky, the other vertical, 
striking downwards. From that moment the 
Danes began to win. Thus in Estonia was 


moral purity of the Estonian people: all 
crimes in Estonia are committed by 
Russians (according to the Estonians), and 
all the devils in Estonian folklore speak 
Latvian! 

Not all the ‘takeovers’ were violent. 
Towards the end of the Middle Ages, the 
Princess of Lithuania, Jadwiga, married the 
Prince of Poland, Jagiello, and the two 
countries were united for a short while, 
forming a vast empite that stretched from 
the Baltic to the Black Sea, and included 
the rich farmlands of the Ukraine. 

The next invasion was by Sweden, which 
became the dominant northern power under 
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Tallinn: a bird’s eye view 


the origin of the Danish flag: a white cross 
(the two flashes of lightning) on a red field 
(the blood shed in the battle). A local guide 
pointed out the church (now Lutheran) 
which was built on the spot where the 
vertical flash of lightning had struck — and 
then spoiled the effect the next day by 
pointing out another Lutheran church, some 
distance away, that also had been built on 
the place struck by the same flash of 
ligatning! Tallinn, by the way, means 
‘Danish Hill’. 


SYMBOLISM OF FLAG 


In passing, the Estonian flag is perhaps 
the dullest in the world. It consists of three 
horizontal bands of blue, black and white. 
“‘Isn‘t it beautiful?’’ said the Estonian 
guide. But Estonians have a notable sense 
of humour, and | don’t think she intended 
the remark to be taken seriously. She 
explained that the blue stood for the sky, 
the black for the earth and the white for the 


’ A noteworthy exception was the Norse folk, 
who had their own runic alphabet before the 
coming of Christianity. 

? He (Gustavus Adolphus) was shot in the back. 
Various assassins have been suggested, including 
an agent of Cardinal Richelieu. 


Part 2 next month: The Baltic 
States under German and Russian 
influence. 


the famous Gustavus Adolphus, the ‘Lion 
of the North’. With Gustavus’s death at the 
Battle of Breitenfeld? during the Thirty 
Years War in Germany, the Swedes grad- 
ually withdrew to their northern territories, 
and eventually were confronted by Russia 
in the Great Northern War, which Sweden 
lost. Russia thereupon became the dom- 
inant power in the area, and was to remain 
so until the present time. 
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The Editor 
'Spéarhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW 


‘SIR: Further to Michael Ingrams’ letter last 
“month regarding Professor Arthur 
Jensen’s visit to Britain and the 
subsequent vile Dai/y Mail article by Mary 
Riddell (‘Is this man truly the world’s 
most loathsome scientist?’), | doubt 
whether Mary Riddell has any science 
training whatever or has the slightest 
understanding of the scientific methods 
used by people like Jensen. After 
studying these liberal media types for 
many years, | see a pattern: They have 
constructed for themselves a world view 
which, when challenged, cannot 
acknowledge that people like Prof. Jensen 
may be correct in their conclusions. 
Instead, they enter into a state of denial, 
and resort to insults and wholly 
punscientific, wishy-washy theories 
without even seeking to back them with a 
scrap of evidence. 

This would also account for the fact 
that most journalists to whom | have 
spoken are utterly convinced that 
everyone else, like them, thinks that the 
multi-racial society is wonderful, and 
when ques-tioned about it can only say: 
‘‘What would you do — shoot them?” (or 
words to that effect). They are incapable 
of taking a rational view, and we must 
use this inherent fault in their makeup to 
our advantage. 

Dr. PHILL EDWARDS 
Organiser, BNP Media Monitoring Group 


SIR: More thousands of asylum-seekers 
flood into Britain. Home Secretary Jack 
Straw has watered down even further our 
already too lax immigration laws, and this 
has created the impression that this 
country is a soft touch for asylum and 
can be pushed around by anyone. It’s 
hardly surprising that ‘Albanians, East 
_Timorians, Tamil Tigers, lraqi Kurds, 
Somalis, Bosnians and Cz3ch, Slovak and 
‘Rumanian gipsies are pouring in to claim 
social security and NHS treatment at the 
expense of the British taxpayer. They are 
never turned away, and the likelihood of 
their ever being repatriated is remote — 
unless one day we get a British National 
Party Government. As for the Labour, 
Tory and LibDem politicians, all they think 
of is bidding for the newcomers’ votes! 
MARK TWIDDY 

London E.7 


SIR: As so much English (or, more 
correctly, British) literature is strongly 
nationalist, | am surprised that Spearhead 
‘does not make more use of it. You don’t 
even have to be Anglo-Saxon to enjoy 
stirring extracts from Beowulf or The 
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Battle of Maldon. Froissart’s Chronicles 
and Hakluyt’s Voyages are similarly 


_ exciting; and you don’t have to be a 


monarchist to appreciate Samue/ Pepys’ 
Diary. Non-anglers are equally fascinated 
by Isaac Walton’s 17th century gem the 
Complete Angler, and as for the ‘English- 
ness’ of our literature, an Irishman was 
the author of probably the best eye- 
witness account of the Napoleonic Wars, 
and a Welshman is honoured as the 
‘father’ of the British sea story. Let’s have 
more British history and literature in 
Spearhead. 

R. WALKER 

Birmingham 

(EDITOR’S NOTE: We have to say in reply 
to the last request what we always say in 
reply to similar demands: We can only 
print what contributers send in to us. 
Send us some good items along the lines 
that Mr. Walker has asked for, and you 
will see them appear!) 


SIR: For what it is worth, | was informed 
by a friend of a friend of a police 
inspector on the Stephen Lawrence case 
that the latter (the inspector) had told his 
friend that the Lawrence murder had 
nothing to do with race but was related to 
drugs. Channel Four was going to expose 
this in a documentary but was stopped by 
the powers that be. Could that mean the 
Home Office?). 

H.A. FIELD 

Lewes, East Sussex 


SIR: 48 years ago | joined the RAF at the 
age of 17. In those days homosexual acts 
committed by servicemen resulted in 
automatic courts martial. This ensured 
that we young recruits were provided 
with a degree of protection from the 
attentions of older predatory homo- 
sexuals. 

If the recent ruling of the European 
Court of Human Rights to scrap the ban 
on homosexuality in the armed services 
comes into force, it will not bode well for 
youngsters wishing to join. It is bad 
enough that so many cabinet ministers, 
MPs, clergymen and others proudly 
proclaim their perversion; but is 
monstrous that our servicemen should be 
made to associate with those who indulge 
in such revolting practices. What about 
their rights? 

The former Defence Secretary, Lord 
Robertson, says that Britain is obliged 
under European law to accept this ruling. 
That prompts me to ask: What is the 
purpose of the British Parliament if laws 
are enacted at the behest of a European 
Court? The fact that the Government is 
even considering amending military law to 
permit the inclusion of perverts in the 
armed forces is indicative of the moral 
turpitude into which our country has 
descended under recent governments. 
The ruling should also serve to show 
Europhiles that the sooner we cut our ties 
with the EU the better. 

RONALD RICKCORD | 
Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 


Letters. 


SIR: Having visited the Leicester City 
Shires McDonalds restaurant last Satur- 
day, | feel compelled to write and tell you 
of my deep concern with regard to the 
racial imbalance of staff at this particular 
branch. It concerns us that McDonalds 
employment policy fails to resemble what 
the CRE is always calling for — an 
accurate ratio of Whites and non-Whites 
within the Leicester area. 

On this particular occasion just one 
white staff member could be seen, 
whereas there were more than a dozen of 
‘ethnic’ origin. 

What price race equality? 

D. CASTLEDINE 
Woodhouse Eaves, Leics. 


SIR: The front-page picture in last 
month’s issue was brought home to me 
with a vengeance when | recently went to 
buy a pair of shoes. | have always worn K 
shoes, as they have been a good-quality 
British product, and so | went to a Clark’s 
shop for a pair of these. | just happened 
to ask where they were made, and | was 
told: Italy. This surprised me, as | always 
believed all Clark’s shoes were made in 
Kendal, in Cumbria. The lady then went 
on to tell me that others were made in 
India and Rumania. | then asked if she had 
any British-made shoes, but she was not 
sure, as the maker’s brand was not 
printed inside. 

| told her | thought it was absolutely 
disgusting. Is there any wonder that we 
have so much unemployment? 
J.C. FIELDHOUSE 
Exminster, Devon 


SIR: The black candidate for Mayor of 
London says he will favour black 
business. Jeffrey Archer ‘‘thanks God’’ 
for white women who shack up with 
black men. So Steve Norris, the man with 
all the mistresses, seems about the best 
of an appalling bunch! 

M.F. INGRAMS 

Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Roger Wood in his article in favour of 
lobby groups (October issue) made some 
interesting points, in particular that today, 
when so few are prepared to join political 
parties, the lobby group is often the best 
method of achieving political objectives. 
At the same time, we must realise that 
those objectives that can be achieved by 
lobbying are strictly limited. Lobbying 
does not strike at the heart of what is 
wrong in Britain: a totally corrupt political 
establishment given up to the service of 
non-British interests. Lobbying will not 
change this; only a fundamental shift in 
political power will do so. It must also be 
remembered that resources employed in 
the promotion of a lobby group, however 
praiseworthy its objectives may be, are 
resources diverted from the most 
essential purpose: that of building a 
movement which can eventually provide 
an alternative source of political power 
and the replacement of the present one. 
J.R. STANDING 
Swindon, Wilts. 


FREEDOM BOOKS (Phone 0374 454893) 


P.O. BOX 59, MOLD, FLINTS. CH7 5ZA 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and rviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 


.. AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £13.50. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 


ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed. Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its people 
from the 4th to 11th centuries. With leftist 
-teachers and curriculum advisers doing all they 
can to undermine knowledge of, and pride in, our 
ancestors among the younger generation, it is 
‘important that nationalists get books like this into 
the hands of their growing children. 1982 (rep. 
1991), 272pp. 


APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00. An updated 
version of the 1963 account of this real ‘war 
crime’ — the allied terror bombing of an 
undefended city, packed with refugees fleeing 
from rape and murder at the hands of the brutal 
Red Army. 1995, xiv, 315pp. 

ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £9.99. 
Convincing picture of life between the 4th and 
7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was abandoned 
by the Roman Legions to the Picts, Scots and 
Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 


BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH -HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 
1991), 256pp. 

BELL CURVE, THE (Richard J. Herrnstein & 
Charles Murray) £25.00. This important book, 
which has aroused enormous controversy in the 
USA, deals with differences in_ intellectual 
capacity among people and groups. The ways in 


which these could be accounted for by environ- 


mental influences are examined, and accorded 
the remarkably small amount of weight they 
deserve. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BLAIR’S BRITAIN (Hal Colebatch) £7.95. The 
threat posed by the present cultural establish- 
ment, supported by the Labour Government, to 
our national identity. Highly recommended. 
1999, 158pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 
24pp. 


BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 

CALL IT CONSIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the 
wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous consequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) 
£5.00. A welcome reissue of this sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white race by 
Asian immigrant invasion. Once on sale in 


ordinary bookshops, but now only available from _ 


The prices given in this list do not include 
postal charges, which should be estimated 
by calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to send for books should first 
enquire. The minimum postage for UK orders is 
SOp. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Books’ only, and should not be 
included in remittances sent to associated bodies 
for other items. Orders are likely to be dealt with 
more quickly is ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on 
the envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 


order address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 59 
Mold 
Flints. CH7 5ZA 

New titles are marked with stars * 

Please note this fact, which is of great impor- 
tance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many differ-ent authors holding a 
number of different political viewpoints, very few 
of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent, the British National 
Party. The party’s mail order book service 
distributes these books because it is felt that they 
fillimportant gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and international 
issues. This does not mean that all the content of 
the books should be taken as representative of 
the policies of the party. The party reserves 
the right to differ with some of the authors 
over some parts of their writings. 


the nationalist ‘underground’. One of the great 
works of fiction of the second half of the 20th 
century. 1973, 311pp. 


CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian 
David Irving’s freedom to travel and commun- 
icate and of the smear campaign against him. 
The book relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts 
to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 


' CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 


£1.99. The myths and founders of Britain. First 
published early this century, rep. 1994, 457pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent 


A fascin- 
ating look 
back into 
Britain’s 
past (see 
this page) 


“Anexcitmny and enjoyable work’ — National Tract 


LESLIE ALCOCK 


-£2.00. 


history that have not found their way into text- 
books or newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 
CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charm- 
ley) £20.00. A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous 
conequences of Churchill’s faith in US. friend- 
ship. 1995, xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
ll leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL, THE END OF GLORY ((John Charm- 
ley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in its raising of 
awkward questions concerning Churchill as a 
national leader, though the author is more 


moderate in his treatment of his subject than is 


Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 
classic work by a mainstream historian, more 
relevant by the year! 643pp. 


COME CLEAN, MR. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 


£1.50. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight | 


magazine exploits the story of the Stephen 
Lawrence murder but has used exactly the same 
sort of violent hoodlums as those who committed 
it. 1998, seven pp (A4). 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. ReviloP. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £8.99. 
The shocking treatment of German civilians under: 


the allied occupation, 1945-50. The hidden story 
of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ in European 
history. 288pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) ' 


Important work on the _ international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with 
racial problems in America (and not just simply 
between Blacks and Whites). A comprehensive 
introduction to the subject very relevant to 
Britain. 1981, 613pp. 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£25.00; paperback £17.50. Comprehensive 
statement of the case for modern British 
Nationalism. A partly autobiographical account of 
the author’s origins, first political stirrings and 
subsequent work in building up the British 
National Party. A ‘must’ for all BNP supporters. 
First published in 1986, this is an updated edition 
published in 1998, 537pp. 


EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. The book argues that the European Union 


is fascist and corporatist in inspiration. Discusses 


the Bilderberg Group, the CIA and _ internat- 
ionalists like Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reit- 
Cont. overleaf 
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linger. 1996, 149pp. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “’... the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War... the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Union. 1992, 69pp. 


GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 


GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £15.00. How American sovereignty 
and social justice are being sacrificed to the gods 
of the global economy. A powerful plea for 
National freedom and social justice with great 
‘relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HATE COMES TO TOWN«x (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. The lies and poison of the Searchlight 
‘Educational’ Trust, documented, exposed and 
deconstructed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£9.65. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) 
£16.99. The story of the attempted communist 
takeover of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. 
The truth about the ‘blacklist’ and the HUAC 
hearings. A ‘must’ for students of media lies. 
1998, 365pp. 


IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) 
£35.00. Study of the life and thought of A.K. 
Chesterton, one of the major figures in British 
Nationalism from the 1930s to the 1970s. 
Though not supportive, generally fair. 1996, xiii, 
250pp. . 


IMPERIUM (Ulick Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author (real name 
Francis Parker Yockey) rejects Marx, Freud and 
other ‘culture-distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole liberal world outlook. Originally published 
1948, 625pp. 


JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. Paperback. 


KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £7.99. A former farming journalist 
describes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking 
number of independent farmers. A truly shocking 
and important book. Paperback. 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the 
western allies for slaughter by the Soviets 
between 1944 and 1947. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of 
current attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


MARCO POLO REPORT (institute of Historical 
Review) £13.00. The extraordinary story of how 
international pressure groups compelled a popular 
Japanese magazine to close down after it had 
published a revisionist article. 1995, 30pp (A4). 
'MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £3.95. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of 
Life’, this book argues that the world is governed 
by natural forces in man and nature, rather than 
by genteel political and religious creeds. c. 1930, 
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rep. 1992, 73pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £8.00. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First 
published 1952. 128pp. 


NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial 
tensions in a number of areas, showing that they 
are based not on hate or bigotry but on natural 
universal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 288pp. 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£9.99. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 


PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £10.00. Eminent scholar argues that civil- 
isation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923, rep. 1983, 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which have 
wielded it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), 
vi, 273pp. 

RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS 
(W.C. George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egal- 
itarian dogma is flawed, despite the influential 
forces promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 
RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hilaire 
Belloc) £3.50. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of the Distributive movement. 
Trenchant criticism of both capitalism and 
communism. 1984, 78pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £6.50. Series of incisive essays arguing 


that white patriocs should adopt insurgent, rather 
than conservative, strategies to defend their 
culture and values. Although written for 
Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons for British nationalists too. 1997, 25Opp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE (Bernard Connolly) 
£17.50. A former official of the European Comm- 
ission exposes the lies and deceit involved in the 
establishment of the ERM and the dangers 
involved in European monetary union and 
European federalism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy, showing how 
Stalin incited the war hoping to seize Western 
Europe in the ensuing chaos. 1987, 152pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS= £6.00. Subtitled British 
Roots of the New Right. a collection of essays on 
20 political and cultural heroes for British nation- 
alists. 1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian N. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Socia/ 
Creditor dealing with political and economic 
threats to Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THE GRIP OF DEATH (Michael Rowbottom) 
£15.00. Fine study of modern money, debt 
slavery and destructive economics. 1998, 
337pp. 


THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind the 
scenes’ of international politics. 1987, 61pp. 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origins of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its: 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
and Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£4.40. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. 3rd ed. 
1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 
1982, 113pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry. points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 
320pp. 


WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £8.00. 
Fine reprinting of a remarkably far-seeing book, 
first published in 1915, which argued that the 
war then raging would do incalculable damage to 
the genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. 
Disturbing but fascinating. Hardback, 1981, 
127pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£19.00. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 
1982, 904pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


For a Britain Strong and Free 
Attractive pamphlet in full colour prepared espec- 
ially to deal with enquiries from the 1999 Euro 


Election and now serving as the main intro- 
ductory publication for the BNP. £7.26 post-free. 


Britain Reborn 

British National Party Manifesto for the 1997 
General Election. In 64 large pages, it examines 
all the problems facing Britain today, and sets out 
the BNP policies which will meet the challenges 
ahead. £3.55 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 

The British National Party’s Manifesto for the 
1999 Euro Election. 24 pages long, it covers all 
the key areas in which EU membership is under- 
mining Britain’s traditional freedoms. £2.00 post- 
free. 


Where We Stand 
An abridged statement of 
post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case 
against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in 
collaboration with party headquarters: 60p 
post-free. 

The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of 
mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises the 
text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission. 44p 
post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook panies 
This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must' for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £2.00 post-free. 
Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
Party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears -- valuable for this 
alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


Do you think? Hard-hitting leaflet dealing with 
the flood of bogus refugees and Kosovar Muslim 
asylum-seekers now bringing social services in 


BNP policies. 30p 


many parts of the country to the point of 
collapse. 

The Full Monty: Exposes Tony Blair's unbel- 
ievable recommendation that skilled men thrown 
out of work by New Labour’s Tory globalist 
economic policies should retrain as strippers! 
Even more arrogant than Norman Tebbitt's 
infamous ‘On your bike’ comment, this dis- 
gusting suggestion has given the BNP a leaflet 
which can be used to devastating effect in 
Labour’s old industrial heartlands. 
Conservative? Not any more! Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters and activists, and partic- 
ularly useful in the constituencies of Tory MPs 
who attack the BNP. Exposes the liberalism and 
perversion which riddles the Conservatives. 
Stop the building! Calls for a halt to the planned 
destruction of the green belt by up to five million 
new houses. Exposes immigration as the main 
motor of the threat to our countryside. 


The leaflets above are all two-coloured, 
double-sided and cost £8 per 1,000, with 


postage charges of £5.95 for 1,000 and £6.45 


for 2,000. 

Other publicity items in stock are the 
headline-grabbing A4 anti-paedophile leaflet Stop 
Labour's attack on the welfare state, Defend 
British Fishermen and British Countryman, the 


BNP newsletter produced especially for country | 


people. Call 0374 454893 for details. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruit- 
ment. These are first class propaganda weapons. 
Use them to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally November ‘97: Video of the second BNP 
rally of the year. Excellent regional reports, plus 
stirring speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick 
Griffin and John Tyndall. 


Rally January "97: Video of the postponed 1996 
BNP Annual Rally, held in London on January 
25th 1997. Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, 
Nick Griffin, Richard Edmonds, John Tyndall and 
overseas guest José Ramos. 


Rally ‘95: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
in London on November 11th 1995. Hear and 
see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rallies '95-'97 cost £15.92 each post- 
free. : 


Rally '94: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
near London on November 5th 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. £73.02 post-free. 


Build the BNP — read and sell... 
BRITISH NATIONALIST 


The monthly newspaper of the British 
National Party is packed with news and facts 
the controlled media don’t want you to know 
about. Its subjects range from anti-white 
racism to the destruction of Britain’s 
economic and political independence. Every 
issue brings you shocking reports of events 
hushed up by the mainstream news media. 

But it’s not just a matter of knocking the 
other parties. BN also sets out in plain, 
simple language how the BNP would deal 
with the problems facing Britain. 

Don’t miss a single issue. Order now! 


Send three first-class stamps for 
sample copy and subscription details 
and write to: PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. 


THE KEY TO GROWTH 
While it is personal contact which makes 
most enquirers commit themselves to the 
BNP, the best way to find those enquirers in 
the first place, and to generate local press 


interest, is thorough regular leafleting. All BNP 


units, and even isolated members, should aim 
for a leaflet drop at least once a week. 


East London council elections ‘Vote BNP’ video. 
Includes the uncut General Election broadcast. 17 
minutes of ground-breaking publicity material. 
£6.50 incl. p&p. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


Rally ‘95. Tape-recording of the BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. 
Hear speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. £6.00 plus 36p 
p&p. 

BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new 
century. An exposition of the main BNP policies; 
Time for action! A summons to the lazy and the 
apathetic to stir themselves and get involved! 
£6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White 
Race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 6-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FREE SPEECH 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broadcats 
made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the American 
National Alliance. Of interest to white people all 
over the world. Appears monthly. Send US$5.00 
for sample copy. Subscription rates to the UK 
supplied on request. Please send US currency 
only. Write to PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 
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BNP activists visit Front National 


festival in Paris 


For the third successive year, a group of 
British National Party supporters have 
visited the Bleu-Blanc-Rouge festival in 
Paris, which is organised every summer by 
the French Front National. This year, as in 
earlier years, the festival was a great 
success: a whole weekend dedicated to nat- 
ionalist politics in the company of many 
thousands of fellow-nationalists, many of 
them also delegates from other countries. 


The festival is located in a large park 
close to the centre of the French capital, 
with the whole area reserved for the exclu- 
sive use of the FN. The result is that there 
are long avenues of marquees and tents 
buzzing with nationalist activity. In one 
marquee a prominent FN leader will be 
found holding a question-and-answer session 
with local and regional activists; the next 
one along will be given up to the sale and 
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Make sure of your regular copy of ‘Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Fill in the 
form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also the 
rates for bulk-buyers. 
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The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 


British Isles: £22.500) Overseas surface mail: £24.600) Unsealed air mail Europe: 
£25.66 Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £32.300) Unsealed 
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RICHARD EDMONDS reports 


promotion of nationalist books; next might 
be an open-air cafe, with excellent food 
from all of France’s regions, washed down 
with your choice — beer, cider, red or 
white wine, or champagne at £10 a bottle, 
and every sixth bottle ‘on the house’! 

This happy event is enjoyed over two 
whole days by many tens of thousands. As 
an advertisement for nationalism it is 
superb. 


Richard Edmonds relaxes 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First published 
in 1988, it has now been updated to take in the 
many new developments on the political scene occ- 
uring since. The book gives comprehensive cover- 
age of all the major current issues affecting Britain. 
Running to 537 pages, it is partly autobiographical, 
giving an account of the author’s origins, early 
nolitical awakening and subsequent life’s work. 


rice: Hardback £25.00 plus £3.90 p&p; paper- 
oack £17.50 plus £3.05 p&p. Please send cheques 
to Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


ih 


t ELEVENTH 
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The book you : 


must read if 
you want to s 
find out what 
John Tyndall ~ 
and the BNP 
stand for. 


re 
ue 


Listen to nationalist radio! 
Send large SAE for broadcast details 
to:- 

LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 6089, 
London WC1N 3XX 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


tes heen, 


Northants group set up 


On the 9th October, at a meeting in 
Rothwell (Northants.), organised by the 
Leicester Branch of the British National 
Party, a Northamptonshire Group of the 
BNP was launched. With about 50 
present, the group got off to a good start. 

The meeting was chaired by the 
Leicester Organiser, who in his speech 
contrasted local authorities’ lack of care 
for the elderly with the resources they 
lavished on aslylum-seekers. 

He was followed by the Nottingham 
Organiser, who reminded everyone of the 
great debt the East Midlands BNP owed to 
its former Organiser, the late John 
Peacock, who put in many years of dedic- 
ated work for the party from its formation 
in 1982 to his death earlier this year. 

The Nottingham Organiser also gave 
Northants activists advice on building the 
new unit. 


WARNING 


Another leading activist from Notting- 
ham spoke of the huge worldwide growth 
in the coloured birthrate and warned that 
Whites could eventually end up as a 
minority in Britain. 

Mr. Baker from Peterborough BNP was 
next to speak. He brought laughter to the 
audience by reading out a fictitious letter 
from Tony Blair to a Mr. Ranjit Singh, in 
which the latter was welcomed into Britain 
and advised of how to get all the welfare 


benefits to which he was entitled. 

He also informed the meeting of a keen 
woman activist who had recently joined 
his branch, who with her first pay cheque 
after joining bought 1,000 leaflets and 
goes out leafleting regularly with her 70- 
year-old mother. 


the new group off to a very good start 
financially. 


WEAPON FOR SILENCING 


The final speaker was Dr. Phill 
Edwards of the party’s Media Monitoring 
Group. He made a very informative 
speech about how the word ‘racism’ puts 
the fear of God into most ordinary British 
folk. He stressed that the word has 
become a weapon of the liberal-left 
establishment, employed to silence 
people’s legitimate fears over continued 
immigration and ethnic minority crime 
levels. 

After the close of the meeting, a 


in the bar. All went away determined to 
build the party into an election-winning 
machine. 

Matt Jackson of the Northants unit has 
written to Spearhead with a message of 
thanks to all those who attended the 
meeting, especially the speakers and those 
who contributed generously to the 
collection. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full production 
and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our supp- 
orters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 
columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle the magazine. 
Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for donations of less 
than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case an SAE would be much 
appreciated. Thanks. 


- 's, willing | to con- 


; srogress in achieving various BNP. projects for which their donat- 
; are required. They will also be entitled to attend, free of charge, 
- cree) club dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 
_ Thos 


0 Soeieadon, to PO ee 117, Bate neu DAI 6 — 


After the break, a collection of £180 got 


pleasant informal get-together was enjoyed 


Membership : 


: lub fperaliers will ie sent cee paeltisd eee them 


wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, arias their | 


oo 
Celtic Princess 


Odin riding Sleipnir 


These greetings cards are professionally 
printed in full colour and are A®b in size. 
They cost £7.50 for a set of twelve — any 
mix of titles — from: 


Planet Prints, PO Box 62, Uckfield, 
Sussex, TN22 1ZY. 
We sell a large range of full-colour post- 
ers and cards with a folk-heritage theme: 
please send an S.A.E. for a free catalogue. 
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Yes, this is a London school! 


— to be exact, the George Orwell Comprehensive School, in Islington. Spot the Whites, if you 
can, in this group photograph in which the headmaster is surrounded by 20 pupils. Apart from 
the head himself, there are possibly three! 

The school has an appalling record. There have been regular racial disturbances there. It has 


one of the highest truancy rates in the country. Last year just 76 per cent of pupils passed 
GCSE at C grade or higher. 2 


When you look at this school photo, you are staring into Britain’s future — the future that 
awaits your children and grandchildren if something is not done to change things — quickly! 
This is why Britain needs the British National Party. Write for information VOW! 


Name..... 2c: ce sevens 


For more information on the British 


National Party, write and send 50p to:- AdGGIeSsS........... seecaueccuss Sieacsas 
The Secretary, 2-0 cgeeunes a ae : 
c/o PO Box 117, seeeeenueeeeaee sesseeeeeeeeae sees eeeeeeeeeeeee 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW | enclose a donation of.......... 


Tel. 0374 454893 


You may use a photocopy or a plain piece of paper if 
you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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